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Minute Index for 1998 

Title Minute 
Number 

The New NHS” White Paper 91 
146 - 200 Rochford Garden Wav 320. 390. 

478. 
50 - 54 West Street, Rochford 372,465 
57 South Street - Progress Report 322 : 
A New Deal for Transport - Government White Paper on the Future of 404 

LTransport._ PI 1: 
A,I 30 Crash Bamer 1506 
Aggregate Credit Llmlt and Treasur y Management ( 151,530 
Albert Road, RayleIgh - Proposed ProhIbItton of Driving 411 
Allotments, Bus Shelters and King George’s Playing Field - Transfer to 160 
Ravietah Town Council 

Tenants Housing Rents 536 
BIO Solids Treatment Plan - Stambndge 171 
Bradwell Power Station and Future Consultation Arrangements - 403 ES 
Application for Nuclear Srte Licence 
Breach of Planning Control at 20 Golden Cross Road, Ashingdon 77 
Breach of Planning Control at Brooklands, Hockley Road, Rayletgh -.5218 
Breach of Planning Control at Land Adjacent to Shuttlewoods Boatyard, 463 q 
Waterside Road, Paglesham 
Breach of Planning Control at Land Adjacent to The Croft, Trenders 283 
Avenue, Rawreth, Essex 
Breach of Planning Control at Mlchelins Comer, Junction of the A127, 284 
A130 Rayleigh Essex 
Breach of Planning Control at the Retreat, New Park Road, Hockley, 
Essex 
Breach of Planning Control, at Hullbndge Yacht Club, Pooles Lane, 197 L 
Hullbridge __.. 
Budget 1998199 18(a), 33, : 

53,54,341 5: 
Business Rate - Discretionary Rate Relief 158,349 ;:
Business Rate and Counal Tax Payment Dates 434 



Minute Index for 1998 

Title Minute 
Number 

Capital Programme 1998/99 149 
Caravan Site Lrcensrng - Steps, Ramps and Verandahs 9 
Chambers of Trade 52 
Chelmer Augmentatron Scheme 473 
Crhzens Charter Performance Indicators 423 
Cleaning of Public Conveniences 389 
Complaints Procedure 167 
Computer Equipment - Disposal of Redundant 533 
Contract Standing Orders Select List foiContractors 346 
Corporate Identity - Strategy Development 166 
Corporate Plan Development 55, 267, 315, 

Cost Awards’ -.Planning 
-
Enquines 

.._
and lntorrnal Hearings 

329,342 
514 

Council Spokessperson 268 
Cnme ar -id Uisorder 528 
Cycle of Meetings 1 oQ6/Qo 63,164 
DCMS Spending Review: A New Approach to Investment in Cutture 386 
DETR Consultation Papers 419,420, 

466 
Development Control Statistics - Planning Applications 111,198 
Dial-aRrde Annual Revrew 494 
Dispersed Alarm System 475 
Domestic Vrolence Project Co-ordrnator 318,479 
Downhall Road 503 
Dual Bin Waste Collectron Trial 132 
Eastern National Bus Timetable 135,232 
Eastern Region Conference 64 
Eastern Region Local Government Arts Forum - Membership 11 
Eastwood Rise, Lergh on Sea 414 
Economic Strategy 1998-2003 - Draft 2 343 
Election of the Chairman of the Council for 1998199 201 
Environmental Trust 123 
Essex and Southend Reolacement Structure Plan - Revrsed Wntten 555 
Statement and Key Diagram Essex ar -

id Southend Waste 
-. -

Local Plan Uepostt Draft 
Essex 01 raft Rural 
Essex Reptac ement County Structure Plan - Draft Report Plan 
Essex Rural 5 Zrategy..
Essex Sustainability Keport 

-
sultabon- Con 

Essex Transcard Scheme - Progress -tmvrth 
Essex Waste Plan - Second Consultatr ‘on Draft 
Essex Waste Strategy 
European Socral Fund Applrcatron 
External Auditors Report 
Frnal Accounts 1997/98 
Footpath Orders at Bnstol Close 
Free Parking Expenment 
Freight House Meeting - 11 November 1998 



Minute Index for 1998 

1 Title I Minute I.. 
.-... --. .-. Number 1

tiating Project 43A145 Klchmond Unve, Rayiergh 481 
Gideons 355 
Great Eastern Railway CCTV 335 
Green Paper - Meeting the Chrld Care Challenge 345 
Hackney Carnage and Pnvate Hire Vehicle Lrcensrng 127 

i Hackney Carnage Stand, Raylergh 126 
Halcyon Caravan Park 317 

= Hall Road, Rochford, Main Road, Hawkwell 412 
Health and Safety (Enforcing Authority) Regulabons 1998 and Withdrawal 253. 

R Insurancf 

I Local Authonty Natronal Type Approval Confederatron lndemnrty I68 
g Resolution 
3 Lornl Tra ,nsportation Panel 333 

mgramme 1998/99 279129,237 
Proposed Scheme 252 
cil Burldrngs 105,169 

nagement Letter in Respect of 1996/97 Accounts 40 
g Maps in Town Centres 407 
; Meetrng of Essex Economic Partnership 293 
c Meebng with Chief Executive, National Health trust 256 
.I Members Symposrum - Regenerabon 334 
; Members Teach-In 250 

~ Members Travellrng and Subsidence 155,274 
1~~ Mill Hall 271,453 

Mill Hall Conveniences 8 
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Minute Index for 1998 

Title Minute 
Number 

MoblIe Home Owners - Rtghts 316 
Modem Local Government - In Touch wtih the People 432 
Modemlslng Local Government Local Democracy and Community 162 
Leadership 
Mornns Close, Glebe Close, Great Wakenng 388 
Naming of Streets 26,410 
National Car Free Day 234 
National Housing and Town Planning Council Conference - 1997 110 
National Lottery Consuttatlon Process 255 
National Non-Domestic Rating Discretionary Rate Relief 535 
Natonal Playing Fields Assoclatton -Transfer of Vanous Sites 161 
Non Compliance with Landscaping Condrtion at Read Close, Hawkwell 109 
Non-Residential Off-Street Parking Tax 30 
Notices of Motion 183,290, 

312,361, 
391,453, 
493,527 

Officers’ Interests 144 
Opposition Priority Business 120,103 
Oraanisatlonal Arranaements for Contract Renewal 56 
01 Et nf_..I “I f%fireVlll”” l-!m urc RocrH)nsIve. ,““.V . .-up Noise $g-,/[m 496 
OutlIne Audit Strategy 19197198 138 
Pavement Peml=lnnc..a,,.,.,.". a.. 437 
Pennington Report on the OutbreaK ot tc 0110157 In Scotland IO 
Performance Management for Environme ntal Heath and Tradma 474 
Standards Work - &nsultatlon 
Petition 1359 
Planning Performance Check List - Development Control Performance - 1 199 
12 Mont)s Ending 30 Se ptember 1997 
Playspaces - Repalrs an- ...-..~.~~~~~.d Maintenance Programme 
Ponds at Church Road. Barllna LO, lL3 
Pnmarv Care Groulps - Consultation 314 
Process Review - Food Hygiene Inspetins 534 
Procurement Strategy for the Highway and Transportation Service 505 
Prooosed Amendments to the Local Government (Commtttees and 59 
Polkical Groups Regulations 1990 - Consultation I 
Proposed Multi-Lateral Agreement on Investment 272 
Pro-Rata Representation - Sub-CommIttees 269 
Public Conveniences Cleaning and Inspetion 98 
Public Conveniences Rayleigh - Signing of Mill Hall and CIVIC Suite 97 
Toilets for Public Use 
Public Entertainment Licence Fees - Waiver 172 
Public Question Time 83,262,400, 

489 
Public Safety Zones -A Consultatton Document 122 
Public use of D~stnct Council NotIceboards 96 
Rate Relief for Business in Rural Areas 157 
Rayietgh and Rochford Crtlzens Advice Bureaux 263 

4 




Minute Index for 1998 

Title Minute 
Number 

Raylergh Bowls Club 323 
Rayleigh Town Centre - Envlronmental improvements 543,328, 

454,501 
Raylelgh Town Centre -Traffic Experiment 84 
Rayie$h Town Centre -Traffic Survey Update/Junction Study at Church 502 

entre Forum 239 
Icements - Steering Group 413 
stem Region 344 

[enants Own Gas Fire 93 
It Caravan Sties 379 

-.‘-I ---..-.. ---I----, -. 
I 31X - ._, 383_--

‘erence Group 321 
;Don to Club House 347 
net Strategy 159 

Matters -Advertising Gutdellnes 348 
541 

East - 233 
1 Public Consultation Draft 

Serplan - District Membership 170 
Setting the Level of Council Tax 45,81,529 
Sties of Special Scienttfic Interest Better Protedron and Management 495 
DETR - Consultation Document 
Skateboard Ramp 319,385 
Social Services Member Locality Panel Seminar 7 
South Essex Authonty - Proposed Expendrture Cuts 1998199 - 6 
Contracting Round 
South Essex Health Authonty - Proposed Expenditure Cuts 1998/99 90 
Southend Au-port: 78,131 
Southend Business and Tourism Partnership 61 
Southend Community Care Trust 165 
Southend on Sea Borough Council - Erectlon of 18 Signs for 196 
Advertisements and Information Purposes 
Sport and Leisure Premises - Bid Items for Consideration for lncluslon In 101 

:apital Programme 1998/99 
: in Essex 384 

ssociation 87,24E 
Ige I reatment Works 504 

rder - Amendment 187 
%ng urder 18 ttem 49 
It Collections 60,163 

Et Trading Consent Application 104 
Street Trading Consent Fee Waiver - Hockley Chnstmas Lights, Spa 439 
Road, Hockley 

itruction - Consultation 330 
Development Plan 94 

I 154 
I 331 



Minute Index for 1998 

Title Minute 
Number 

Traffic Calmrng Scheme - Helena Road and Louise Road, Rayleigh 291,235 
Tree Presetvatron Orders. Drafr Regulations A Consuttation Paoer 408 
Tylney Avenue Plavsoace 1254 
Uraent Busrness I LYL 

V:jrious Streets, Rayletgh - Vanatron to Existing Waitmg Restrrctions / 130 
Vehicle Plant and Eauioment reserve I62 
Vehicle Speed Reductton -A Call for Support 409 
Vehicles and Plant - Replacement 153 
Waste - Collection of Household Green 28 
Waste Disposal Sites -Tour 29 
Websters Wav Car Park 133.236. 

332, SW 
I __-’ ___’ 

-
Wheatley Wood, Raylelgh 480 -
World War One Executrons - Review 435 -
Year 2000 - Mortgage Systems 532 
Year 2000 IT Strategy - Migration of AV Office to Microsoft Office 1531 -



ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL MINUTES 


1998 


December 



MilltlteS0ftheF~&GeneralpmpasesC!om&& 

AtaMeetingbeldcmlstDzmbex 1998. Present Cwacinors Mrs. J. Heti 
(Chairman), R Adams, DE. Barnes, C.I. Black, DE Flack, Mrs J.M. Giles, 
Mrs. H L A Glynn. N Hams, D R Helson, V D. Hntchmgs, V.H. Leach, C.R. Morgan, 
DJ Sutton RE. Vmgoe, P.P.A. Webster and Mrs M.A.Werr. 

Apologies: Comdlors G. FOX, Mrs S J Lemon, Rk Pearson and D.A Weir. 

Sobstitatts: CcmnciUors J.M DIXON, TA. Powell, Mrs W. ti Stevenson and 
Mrs. MJ. Webster. 

521. 

522 
a 

(I) Cunnc~IIor DE. Barnes de&red a non-e intm.st m items relatmg to 
Ray&h Age Concern by vntae of bu mle of Chamun of that body. 

(h) Cmmcillcc Mrs JM. Giles declared a non-pecummy interest ill items relating to 
Rayleigh Age Concern by vntue of her involvement ti that body. 

(iii) Ccmmxllor D.RHelson declared a remote pexnhq mterestintheltwlcm 
aggregate credit lmnt and treasury managenxnt by vnme of his employmart. 

(iv) Councillor Mrs J. Helson de&red a remote M interest m the item 011 
aggregate m&t hit and treasmy management by vn?xe of her spouse’s employment. 

(IV) Cotmc~IIorMrs. W.M. Stevenson dcxlaxd a non pecamq mterest m Items 
dating to Rccbford Old Peoples Welfare Cormmttee by virme of her role as Chauman 
ofww 

uRGENcYsuB-co~a 523*
The Committee received the detail of action taken by the Urgency Sab-Comm~ttee in 
mrplemenMg a financial package in respect of Raylqh Cibzens Advice Bureau 

The Cixef Executive @esgnate) confirmed that a written protocol outhnmg the 
mechanics of Urgency SubCommittees would be circulated to all Membezs. 

524. OUTSTANDINGISSUES 

ti)F&nmce & Genad F’mjmes committee - hfeehgs of 31st March and 2lst July 

(ii)Ccamcil-Me&gsof7!hApiland2&hJuly1!998. 
The Comttw was sahsfkd that all necessmy s&on bad been taken. M.inut% 157/98 
and 32697 were carried forward 

525 RECOMME2iL)ATIONS OF PARENT CIO- 

The Comm&tee considered the Recommendations of Parent Committees. 

Date 
0 



coMMuNprysBRvIm 17& Novemba 1998 

Minnte479-DcmeaicvmkalceProjeetcw .. . 

In dealing with Mimute 479, the committee concurred wilh the view of a Member that 
any dmsmn should reflect the Counal’s intention to fund the Dome&c Violence 
Pmjmt Co-ordinator Post for two years and agreed a Motion moved by 
Commllor DE. Barnes md seconded by Cmnnllor NR Hams m thts regard. 

(1)That the post of Doroestlc Violence Project C~ordmator be Wed to 
31stMarch1999onitsptesentbaslsand~fundsbebulltinto~1999/M00budget 
for contmuation, subject to Resolution (2) below. 

(2)ThatOfficersreportbackaspartafthebudget~onthecom,~esand 
the future for the DonWbc V101ence Project ccQrdm&x Past. (HLCS) 

hiiuute484-RcpeirsaudM”. MonitolingRepoa 

The Committee ccmmmd with the view of a Member t&t further amside&on should 
be given to the budget m re.spxt of adaptamons for the disabled should a shatfall arise 
and-

(1) That the cost of adaptauons for the disabled be Whed to the Caplti Programme 

(2) That the budget for adaptadons for the disabled be imxeaWl to f43,ooo. 

(3) That OFlkers notify the Committee should a budget shortfall .anse (HJJHCCJ 

526. MlNUlTSOFSUB-CO- ANDPANELS 

The Conumttee canadered the appended Minutes and rexmmzoddatlons cnntamed 
therem. 

Meeting Date 

coRPoR4TEREsouRcEssuB-coMMlTrFE 12 November 1998 
bW-3 

(1) That due to the Rayle~gb CAB overspendmg rts budget, and after consldetig tb~ 
report of the exterual auditor, R&ford D&rtct Cotw.xl pmvlde a 6nancml package to 
allow the CAB to remam open on the conditions set out below 

(0 Rcchford D&ict Council retain ownership of the computer eqmpment and 
allow the Bureau full use of that equipment free of charge but futom 
-ce and replacement be the responstity of the Bmean. ‘Ihe Coonal 
would expect RayleIgh CAB to set up a repair ad replacement fond 

(j13 ‘Ike Domestic Violence Coadinamr be removed from the Bureau and be 
employed dnect by the Council. ‘ (ii) l’he t3umil release the final qnarter’s grant of f6,800 and the home nsibng &i -



TheCouncilreqoiresaseMcelCVClagreementmres~Ofthecoresenices 
and the home nslhng service to take effezt from 1st Janwry 1999 and fotme 
fmdmg wll be depend on the signing of the agreenwrt. 

The Bureau to provide the Council with qnwterly rcpoti showmg compliance 
wih the budget as set out in the audmr’s report and detailing external finances 
lBXlVd 

The Bureau to accept two Gnmcil replesentatlw on tk Management Board, 
the representatives to be one Member and one Officer 

As Mr. John F.&ads is taking ownership of the proposed imdget, the above 
offer is w&t~onal upon hm berg Chanmnn of the Rayleqh CAB 

ThQn~nt3 be m&e under Starding Order 17 to ewt the above 8s 

(2) That the Cd welwm the generosrty of the L10ns club of Rayleigh and thar 
ackuowledgement of the snp&Krt wn to the RayleIgh CAB by Rochfmd Dktnct 
councd. 

(3) That the Council believes NACAB have a fina&& reqw&hty to as&t m 
Rnyleigh or any other CAB in finanal d&kulties. 

(1) That the comments snbmit&ed by Officers in respect of the Asated Area Review 
cbnsultatlon Documm, ascmtlinedmtherepat,beendorzd. 

(2) That the E&tern Region Response, co-cdmd by Southend Borwgh Counal, be 
endorsed (TP)@IEPIJ 

That the CIuef Executive (Designate) be instmcted to conclude negohatzons along the 
lines suggested sob@ to the Cotmcll agteemg to the revised stmctore for the Authonty 
at its mzetmg in December. (CE(D)) 

That as a matter of @ICY, pnvate medical in-ce be withdrawn by negobahoo on 
the basis that there is no additional overall cost to the Council. Q(D)) 

COMPUISORY CO- ‘IENXWNG PANEU2Wl3th Novmber 1998 

That Members consider the lindmgs of tie survey m determining the new contract ’ 
spdimom @CS) i 



That a fpeaficahon for the maintenance of fimbzrow Mount Open Space k 
hcorporatedh3theGTolmds Mamtenance Contract and a tender obtamed for 
~mpans~pnrposes. @c(S)) 

That the panel’s report concerning the draft Refwe Collect1011 Conhxt be noti and the 
suggested revismns endorsed (HLCS) 

(i) Bulk Collections 

The Committee co& mth a Moth movd by Cinmcillor D.R.Helson and 
seconded by Counallor Mrs JM Glles th% the term ‘samtay ware, excludhxg baths ’ 
should mplaoe Gx term ‘sinks end todets’ in the documentation and it was 

(1)Tixt the existing @cy of providing * free Wk colktion sfmix contin~ 
unchanged 

(2) That the term ‘ssmtq ware, excludmg baths’, be used w&n the docume&hon. 
C-J=8 

That the Councd’s exmng policy in making railable additional refuse bins be 
dlsconrinued and that each household should henceforth be limited to one bin only. 
W) 

CoRPoRAm RlLsOuR~ tzxm-cmMMlTrEE 18thNcwemk1998 
(reuwmncd) 

mute 185-Redql~tPolicy 

RH!lWd 

‘Ibat the amendments to the Redeployment Pohcy, as put forward by the 
sub-commmee followmg consideration of UNISON’S coulme~, b3 end& (HAS) 

hikik186-ReVkWafDSpl&yprocedmes 

lledved 

That the revised disapEnay rules and prwxdma be adopti (HAS) 

’ / 

\ 
3 7 , ? I - 1445 



That tbe Head of Legal SeMces be mlrhorrsed to.- 

(1) Grant a new lease of the Day Centre, Wii Averme, Hullbridge, for a term of 
21 years at a rent of five pence per amnun and subject to such other terms and 
condiaons as the Head of Legal Semces thmks fit, the lessees to discharge the 
Cotmcrl’s legal fees and disbumsments mcludmg VAT 

(2)Revtewthe~andcon~onsofthoseleasesofCenhes2,3,4andthecar~ 
and p!.aymg field for Centre 5 as and when those leases become due for renewal, subject 
to further reports concermn g the Rochford Day Centre and Hockley Commumty Centre. 

(3) Approach the Community Ass&a&on for Centre 3 with a vrew to local youths 
being mclnded in the Centre’s progmmn~ of achvitres, rf there is no youth pmnsron 
currently made. @KS)(4163) 

521 NOI’ICB OF MOTION 

The followmg Notice of Motion standing m the name of Councdlm P.F.A Webster had 
been referred by Council on 20th October 1998 to this Committee for consderauom- 

“That m the mtemst of democracy Ihe terms of reference of Committees and 
Subcommiaees (other tbsn Planning Servrces) are amended to provide every Member 
of the Council with the oppormmty to debate. any matter in Full Ccuncll before the rssue 
1s resolve. Ofikm to report to the next approprirate Committee on the changes and 
delegatfxl fulimrity necessary to achteve this”. 

In presenting the matron, Counctllor P.P.A. Webster wrskd to re-emphsslse that he 
regmled the matter BE non-poliucal, sought to r&eve a posrmm whereby all 
Co~orshadtheapportlrmtytoratre~atFnllColmnlandwasnotseelanga 
pohcy de&on at tbts stage. 

Durmg debate, some Members expressed concern at the possdnbty that change could 
return the Couucd to a position where debates are revisited throughout the cycle and to 
the problems associated wrth slower decision makmg m, such as no matters 
being actxoned tmtd sfter meetings of Pull CounciL Reference was made to mtensive 
work heady undertaken by the Structural and Prccedural Revrew Worlong Croup to 
improve earlier Committee pm and the v&e of the Member referal facibty which 
had emauatai fan tbu work Government proposals wrth regard to more cabinet style 
authcmhes ccndd sJ.so be pertment to thus matter other Members felt that all 
Coimcillors should have the oppxtmty to challenge decisions fmd referred to a 
perception mat Members are often excluded from the decrston makmg process A 
Member referred to the potential value of “takmg stock” of the workmg of exlstmg 
snangenznts and to the possrbiity of makmg further adjustments to facibmte tsrsiness. 

The Chref Rxecutrve (Ikignsk) referred to the decrsmn made at the last meeting of the 
Committee that, followmg a Member semmar, the Audrt Servrces CommmeeJStrucmral 
85 Prmdurd Renew Working Croup be asked to examine aspects of the Whrte Paper -
ModetllLJBlGo vemment - In Touch wrth the People He continned that If so 
determined, it would be appropriate for the Structural & Procedural Review Workmg 
Group to inch& cons&ration of this motion m its deliberations. 

On a motion moved by Counclnor P.F.A. Webster and seconded by Councillor 
m. vingoe, It was - 

ResOh%d 

“That m the mtere-st of de mmracy, the terms of reference of committees 
Sub-Committees (other than Plamnng Sernces) a-e amended to pmnde every Membe =ck-
of the Councrl wrth the opportunity to debate any matter in Full Council before the tssu 1446“I? 



isresolved. GfBcexstorepxttothenextappropriateComnritteeonthechanges~ 
delegated rutthorny necessary to r&eve this” 

Councrllor D.F.Fhxk wished rt to be recorded that he never com&rtxi demoxacy 
wasteful oftmxi 

528. CRIMEANDDISORD~ 

The Comttee considered the report of the Chmf Executive (Destgnate) on the current 
s~tuahon regzrdmg the Crime ad Drsorder Act and seelong approval for consultation 
empo=Js. 

Membersnotedthattfieobjectlvewastoproduceastrate$ybythee~ofApnl1999 
Muchhad~beenleamtmtermsoflnformahoncarriedbypartnerbomesandit 
was the current intenhon to rssue a sp3x.l edition of the Cmmxl’s newspaper, hugely 
fundedbythePoliceandtheCountyC~aspartoftbewonkiathisarea 

In rqmnding to Member questions, the Chief Executive @esrgnate) 
fu+fisd--

(0 Thatthe&ste.gywculdberevrewedonsnanmtalbasis. 

(a ‘Dmt the on-set of Best Value meant that Ix.sl Authorities would have to 
renew how they undertske consultation and that rt was m&&d to bring 
forward a report dealing wrm consulmuon in the New Year. 

(iii) Thatavanetyoflegistahonwas~rinplaceor~suggestingthat 
public bodies would have to work closely together m consulting stskeholders. 

(iv) That the Council wrll no doubt have to look to take a long-term new of how the 
resources of other agencies are brought to bare on the question of prim&&on. 

T6eCommiaeeconcurredwiththeviewofaMemberthatttwaoldbeapproprrateto 
refer the stabstm relating to the cleamng of hotspots by the Servrceteam Lrtter “Flymg 
Squid” to the Compulsory Competrttve Ta&ring Pauel. The Committee also agreed a 
Motion moved by Councrllor D.E. Barnes and seco&d by Cotmcdlor D.H. Leach that 
~accidentand~surmnarystatisticssetoutin~reportAppendurshouldbe 
referred to the Transportation & En- Servmes Comnuttee. Reference was 
made to tie value of effective surveys and to the rmportance of addressing delivery 
problfms associated wrth the CotmclPs newspaper. 

Redval 

(l)ThatthedraftcontentofmeCrimeamlIfisorderAnditbeapprovedasabaslsof 
public consuItahon. 

(2) That the method of public consult&ion, as oudmed m the report, be approved 

(3) That the stamtia relating to the cleansing of hotspots by the Servioeteam Litter 
“Flymg Squad” be referred to the Compulsory Competitive Tendering Panel. 

(4)Thattheaccldentand~staLishcsintherepoaA~~~mferredtothe 
Transport&on and Envnonme ntel Servmes Comttee (CE@)) 

SEITJNGTHECGUNClLTAXBASE1999RMW) 

The Commltee considered the report of the Corpomm Director (l?mance & External 
Semces) on the settag of the Chricd Tax Base 19%/u)oo. 

1447 



l 

(l)Thattfie~~rtoftheCorporateDirector(Fmance&ExDemalServices)forme 
czthhtion of the Ccuncd’s Tax Base for the year 1999/20Kl be approved 

(2)Tlut pmumt to this report and in acconlance with the Local Authorrty’s 
(Calcalstion of Tax Bass) Regulations 1992 the araxmt calculated by the Rochfoni 
I>lstnct Council as rts Council Tax Base for the year 19?%‘20W shall be m the 
followmg pai-is- 

f 
‘+shadm lo9539 
B&Mw= 614.69 
Canewdon 555 07 
Foulness Island 67 19 
Great wa!mmg 1973 23 
Hnwkwell 4435.48 
H&Y 3685 09 
Hullbndge 2340.42 
F%gle&am 106.64 
Rawredl 38480 
Rayleigh 11576.84 
Rochford 2659.15 
Stambndge 236.61 
SIlttOll 

530. AGGREGA’I’ECRED~LIMlTANDTREASURYMANAGBMENT 

The Commth considered the report of the Corporate Dmxtor (Fii & Ektemal 
Sa-vms) on the aggregate credit lmnt and treamry mumgem%. 

Resolved 

(2) That the mshng policies regarding Treasury Management contmoe for 199912000. 
VJW~) 

YEAR 2ooo lT STRATEGY - MIGRATION OF AVOFFICB TO h%KXWX’I’ .531. OFFICE 
The Committee considered the report of the Corpomte Dxector (Fii & Extcmal 
Servms) outlining props& for the. migrauon of Avoffice to Mxrosofi Oflice 
mcludmg the purchase of Commike and job evaluation systems from savings achieval 

(1) That the change to Muxosoft Oftice be completed at a cost off 16,500. 

(2) That f25,LWo of the sfivmgs achieved be set aside for the purchase of a comnntk. 
system and Job Evaloatmn system. 

(3)l-h f9,620 be carried forward in the cqtal pmgramnx for other projects 
(cD(F~)) 



532. YEAR 2oM) - MORTGAGE SYSIEMS 

The Commtttee considered the qmrt of the Head of Fhmncial Servmes detaibng 
proposals for hansferring the day to clay management of mor@ges managed by the 
Authorny to a spectabst fum. 

(1)That Gemnn Consultants bc appomti to msnage the day to day @on of 
mortgages on an on-going basts. 

(2) That the need for replacement software as part of the year 2fQO strategy be deleted. 
mw 

533 DEF’GSALOFRHDUNDANTCGMPUTFREQUPMENT 

The Comttee consuiemd the rep& of the Head of Jitformauon Technology Services 
on the optron avatlable with regard to the disposal of redundant conqter qupmsnt 

T&fit the current prachce for the disposal redundant computer equipment be endorsed. 
W-l-9 0 

534. PRocEsREvlEw- FCQDHYGENEINST’FKXONS 

‘Ihe Comttee wmdered the report of the Head of Hcnsing, Health & Community 
Cam on the outcome of the process revrew in respzt of focd hygmne inspections 

In msponding to queshons the Head of Housmg, Health & Community Care co&med 
that mscaucmg food hygrene work was a balancing act gtven all the pressme on 
resoumes and that a pomt made by a Member wtth regard to the diversion of work from 
auimal welfare acanties would be taken into auxuut vm * wt&r review of 
Enm-tal Health work. The Comrmttee concurred with the vtew of a Member that 
thSlX.pOlt- ndationscould be detedmmed 

Resow 

That the qmt detdtng the orrtarme of the food hygrene inspectmns process renew be 
zg6 the siaffing impbcanons agreed and the budget amended accord&y 

535. NATIONAL NON-DOMESTIC RATING DJSCREHONARY RATE RELLlHF 0 
The Committee considered the report of the Head of Revenue Servtces on an 
appltcation for Rate Relief received from the Working Opportunitres R&ting to 
Learning Drsabrhtres As&ion. A Member w&red to comment on the effecttveness 
of the Association’s new en vnmnxnt at the Rochford Hospital site. 

Resolved 

That 20% Didonary (Top-Up Rehem) be granted to the Working C@ntumhes 
Relating to Learrung Drsabiities Asscciation protect,Rochford Hospttal Site wrth effect 
from 1st Apnl1!997 (HR.9 

536. BENEPPTS, CGUNCJL TAX, NATIONAL NON- DOMESDCRATEs&DEBTGRS 

The Committee comdered the report of the Corporate Dmctor (l%mce & Externsl 
Services) on cases of Benefit, Councd Tax, Natromd Non-Domestic Rates and Debtors 
wrrtten-off by the Gqorate Due&or under delegated authonty and those cases 
requnillg committee appmvd 
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Resolved 

(1) That the items wnmmoff under the corporate Dimctor’s delegated authority be 
noted. 

(2)That~ite~shownmAppendtTBofthereportof~Corporate~rbenow 
wriUen4f m the accoums of the Author&y. (31758)(CD(P&ES) 

531 EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC 

Resolved that under Secuon 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the pubbc 
be excluded from the Meetmg for the followmg rtems of bushress on the grounds that 
they mvolve the hkely disclosure of Exempt Informatmn as defhmd m Paragraphs 9 & 
12 respectively of Patt 1 of Schedule 12A of the Act. 

538. CDNTRACT C2051- HOUSING NEEDS SURVEY 

The Comnnttee ccmsrdered the contYenhal report of the Head of Housmg, Health & 
Commumty Care on the current posmon wrth regard to the tendermg exercise to appoint 
acompanytocarryouttbedrstnctwidelmusingneedssurvey 

During debate tie Head of Harsmg, Health & Commumty Care confirmed the 
nrprmce of retammg process integrity and suggested a mible way forward which 
would prevent any delay to survey commencement Members noted the mechmmm for 
randomsamplmgandthattheprocednrethathadbeenadoptedforthetend~p~ 
would gtve value for money. Offrcerscon8rm&thatcompanksbnhhngwere 
employed by other local authorities and that it was rmportmt to have the survey in place 
pnor to the formatron of next year’s housmg strategy. 

On a Motion moved by CounciIlor J.M Dr&son and seconded by Councillor 
Mrs. H L.A. Gtynn h was 

‘l-bat David Coottie A.WXI&S Lrmited be appointed to carry out the District-wide 
housmg needs survey. (225)(HHHCC) 

539. PLANNING APF’IJCATION FtW31/97lROC - LAND AT 63-69 EWSTWKID 
ROAD, RAYLEIGH 

The Committee constdered the confidential report of the Corpomte Dnector (Law, 
Planmng & -on) on the latest posrtton wrth regard to the cost *ward in 
respect of plamnng apphcation F/o631/97/RCC 

That the Council ntdutes legal pmcedngs to challenge by way of Judrcml Revrew the 
Inspxtor’s de&on to award costs agahtst the Councrl wntamed m his decision nouce 
dated 23rdCktober 1998 m respect of the appeal by McCarthy & Stone (Developments) 
Limited for the development of 63-69 Eastwood Road, Rayleigh. (HLS) 

The Meeting closed at 10 25pm 



RGCHIORDDISIRKTCGUNCJL 

h4inutesofthe~&Eu~ ~1savicescommittee 

AtaSpecialM&ngheldon2ndL&ember 1998. Prese& CounclIlofi V.H. Leach 
(Chanman), DE. Barnes, C I. Black, D M Ford, Mrs. JM Glles, A Hosking, 
TA. PoweIl, S.R Telhs, Mrs. M S Vmce, Mm MJ. Webster and D A Werr. 

Ex-Oflk~o Members: Counc~Uor D R. Helson 

Apolo&s. Gnmctllors hi C Brown, Mrs. J E Ford, Mrs. H.L, A. Glynu, V.D Hutchmgs 
andRA Pearson 

sum councluors Mrs J Hel.ml and PF A. Webster 

vii colmciuor P A. Be&era 

540. MEMBERS-

0 CounciUor DE. Barnes declsmd a nonpecuniary interest by virtue of being Cbairmsn of 
Rayletgh Town Councd 

541. RGCHFGRDTOWNCBNTRBH)RuM 

The Commmee were asked to nominate Members to attend the R&ford Town Centre 
F- as soon as possible, in order that meetmgs cau commence in the New Year ‘Ihe 
mernlms~ was to mclude srx Diitnct CouncrIlcns (selected on * pro-rata basrs), four 
Pansh Councillors and one representatrve of the Chamber of Trade. Councillor 
R.A Pearson was nominated to represent the Gxmxvahve Group. 

542 EssJxwAsTEmmGY 

The C~mmtfse were advised that m light of the need for an expedihous and professmnal 
response to the Essex Waste Strategy, Chelmsfotd Borough Council had arranged two 
free seminars, to take place on Saturday 5th December and Saturday 12th December 
1998 respecttvely CounciUor A. Hoskmg and Councillor D.M. Fond were due to attend 
leavmg * place for one other Member. 

* In addthon to the above, the chanman agreed to cons& repmsentanons from Psnsh 
councils. 

543. RAYLEmHmwNcENTRE-ENvIRoNMENTAL~o-

The Comunttee considered the report of the Area Transport&ton Manager (Essex County 
Cooncd), detarbng proposed envrromuental lmplovements as part of the Rayleigh Town 
Centre enhancement scheme 

Mr David Morgan and Mr Robbie James of W.S. Atkms and Imp&or Andy Norton of 
Essex Pohce were m attendance to answer quesnons following the debate. 

Mr Robbte James and Mr. Nick McCuUagh (Essex County Comrcd) ProQeded to gtve a 
presentshon wrth the ard of projezhon eqnipment on the proposed changes m Raylergh 
Town Centre As pat of a cost savmg mnahve, the desrgners had come up wrth three 
possrble optrons:- 

0 to cmtrd street works in Raylergh by allowmg only smndard cars to park m the 
lagoon, leaving taxis to file along the side of the High Street 

* 
i-1) toretamthestatusquo 



iii) to earmark the lagoon for the sole use of taxis, plus two spr+zes for tiled 
parimp, but wnh the pm-on of 15 spaces for standard parking, 5 sPs for 
dtsabled parking and various Ioadmg bays elsewhere m the Hrgb Street, 
Belbngh&mLaneandEastwoodRoad 

The designers behevd that the third opt~cm was the mxt workable m that they 
consi- it to be the lea.9 hazatdoos to through traffic, allowed for improved factbties 
for the dim&d, &d not mcmase -coon works and kept costs to a mrrnmnm, 

County Officess add Members that m bne wnh smmtory obligatmns, nottces would 
be placed m newspapers and in the Htgh Street, advrsing the pubhc of mtended changes 
to the Traffic Regulanon Order and how to raise ob~ecuons tf they wished to do so One 
Member expressed concerns over the method of consultanon, suggeshng dmt a pnbbc 
opmmn survey was in order However, rt was acknowledged that should problems come 
tohght,mesecoukl~plckedupwhenthematterretumstotheComnrittee(after 
comultatloll) for fbriher debate and approvaL 

Inaddihontotheproposals,theComnmtm were ehszd that surveys had shown them to 
beconsiderabledecayatthebaseofanoldtreelocatedonthearestsideofthe~ 
Street Tskmg thrs mto acccnnt alongside the fact that the tree was seen to be a hazard 
anywaybywtueofl~tsttHritsproposedtorep~boththlsandoneothertreewith 
B sem-mature vrmety, whtch are constderably huger m height than those normally used 
in planting exercises. These wontd also be protected from vandahsm 

Memlxrs fielded numerous questtons m relahon to the detatl of the proposals. After 
much discussion, most mservahons were addms&EuldtheCommitteewasfoundtobe 
broacIlymagreememwrthmethirdopuonasbemgthebestwnrseofaction. 

The Commiti concurmd wah the mew of the Member that a survey of pubhc o&on 
should be undertaken and tt was :- 

ResJlved 

(1) That the final layout, mchtdmg gpenficaaon changes, be ago& and a revmed TrafSc 
Regulatmn Order be advertme m aocMdance wrth the statutory pmc&ure. 

(2) That there should be a survey (including a freepost reply envelope) of 500 households 
tbmughont the R&ford Dnintct, to be selected on a random basrs by Officers. 

544. M-OF THE FUBLIC 

That under Se&on 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the pubbc be excluded 
from the meetmg for the followmg Item of busmess on the grounds that it involves the 
l&rely disclosure of exempt hrformntron as defined m panlgraph 9 of part 1 of Sche&de 
1ZA of the Act. 

545. RAYLRIGHTOWN- TmENvIRoNldl3NrALmo-

The Comnnttee constdemd the contidentml repcrt of the Area Transportation Manager 
(Essex County Cormal), presentmg coshngs and the form of the scheme of works for the 
Ray&b Town Centre Rnvtmmzntal Improvement Scheme, and seeking approval for 
the arrangements for lettmg *contract for the works 

c&whom were rcnsed m cmmection wnh arbonatltmal works and street furmtum. 
Membefiwereadnsedthat~enumberofbollardsandtheamanntofresnusedtokeep 
these m place would be substantially less than ongmally envtsaged, thus contrtbutmg to 
slplficant cost savings 

l 

l 



l 

l 

That, as outlined in the repoa, t&e award of the revised contract to the lowest tenderer be 
endorsed. 
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RCdf!XdDLarsaCd 

To the metmg of -RTATION&~ONMENTALSERVJ(XS 

OK 28TH JANUARY 1599 

Report of HBADOFAD~ TlvBBtMEBdBwsERvIc!Bs 

Title: MINDTPSOFTHEpLANNINGpoLI(NSDB-COMMITIEF 

Author- Mr A. Wyatt Rqmi-t Approved By: 

AtaMeetingheld(m3rcIDecember 199% Present Counclllors DA Weir (Chmrrmm), 
CL Black, J.M. Dixon, D.M. Ford, Mrs. H.L.A. Glynn, VN. Leach, S.R. Telhs and 
Mrs. MA Weu 

Apologies: Conncillors Mrs JM Gks and R.A. Pearson. 

snbswae: Cmmdlor A. Hoskmg. 

Visiting: Cotmcillors VD. Hutchmg$ K.A. Gtbbs, Mrs. MS. Vmce and Mrs. M. Webster 

51. 

52. 

Counahr Mrs. Webster declared an mtemst in the item MobtIe Phone Masts, by virtne of being 
a moblle phone user. 

MEMBERSlTEMOFBDSJNESS 

Pursuant to S&g Oder 16 the followmg had hem snbmitted by CotmciIlor DM. Ford and 
;5 seconded by G~tmcillor Mrs MA. Web as a Members’ Item of busmess. 

“Ihen IS gmwmg wncern abut pmposals for restdential development m town centres and the 
provision of adeqwte space for on @ing to the ConncrPs adopted standatds; recently rt seems 
ti a lower star&d of provision has teen sfqtable, given the proxmnty of sites to public car 
parks. Therefore, it is proposed that as part of the work on the replacement Rochfonl Dtshxt 
Local Plan, the car parkmg standards assucmted wrth the proviston of new resnienhsJ 
development in town centres be revtewed, wrth partmcular considerauon being grven to the 
relahonshtp between the stsmdards and the avatlabdny of spaces wtthm the nearby publtc car 
parks. Additionally, consideration shonld be gtven wrtbm me review to precluding Officers of 
the Councd from entermg mto agreements to provrdc residents parkmg pzntnts or season hckets 
for use with such msidemral developnxnt schemes” 

In noting the backgoxmd to the Item, Members were in brosd agreement wrth its prmciple, 
however, considered that the seamd part needed some clarification to avotd won. A 
mohon was put by Councrllor Mrs. H-L..& Glynn and seconded by Counctllor V.H. Leach for the 
fnst part of the motion, up to the words ” . . withm the nearby Public Car Parks.” to rermun as 
above, and for the following to be added m replacement of the second part:- 

9 

l 



l 
“Futhermore, consideratmn should be given wtth the rcv~ew to the use of Counctl owned Car 
Pa&s, not to be deemed as Car Pad&g space for new developmmts m Town Centres.” 

That as part of the work on the replacement Rccbford Dtstrtct Local Plan the car parkmg 
standards assocrated wrth the provision of new res~denhal development in town cenims be 
renewed, arlth ptirttcular consideration being gtven to the mlationshrp between the stand&s atnd 
the avarlabrlny of sp+~s w&m nearby public car parks Pmthemmre, consrderatron should be 
gtven wnh the renew to the use of Council owned Car Parks, not to be deemed as Car Parkmg 
space for new developments in Town Centres. (HEPI) 

54. DIXVHU.IPMENT IN CONSERVATION AREAS 

The Su~mnu~ welcomed Mr Alan Stonq Histonc Buihhngs and Desrgn Manager for 
Essex Comty Gnmcd who had been mvited to attend the Meeting to grve a bnef presentation to 
Members on development m the Conservatmn Area. Members were advtscd that the County 
fun~onwasas~teesandthat~umlewasmamlytoadviseonissuessuchasLlsted 
Burldings and Conservation Areas. 

Mr Stones bnefly outlined to Members the following areas:- 

Grade II Listed Buildmgs 
Conservaaon Areas 
Article 4 Dnmhons 
Areas of Special Advertising ContmI 

Mr. Stones then answered Members’ question spscificahy regarding the following pomts 

The barmg a Conservation Area had on the detail of planning applicahons on adjommg 

%?extension of Gmscrvanon Area boundanes erther whole or ptecemeal to mclude 
specific bmldmgs currently out&e the Conserva~on Area 
The conflict m Town Centres between developers and residents on proposals and the 
need for early medkhon on such matters 
The posstble fbmncral nqkatrons enher pmve or neganve in respect of new 
conservahon Areas. 
The posslbihty of cxmm-wng more mcdern developments for the future. 
The boundanes of Conservatmn Areas, mcmnt monuments, etc. and theta making on 
Ontnance Swey maps 
At-ncle 4 Dmzhcns and their standmg m the plannmg process. 
Lstd BukJing Consent and mobile phone masts 
The Local Plannmg Authonty’s positron m mstsnces of demolnion/re-buiid m 
conservahon Areas. 

Members thanked Mr. Stones for hrs present&on and he then left the Meetmg 

MOBILE PHONE MASTS 

Members were dtssppom~ to note that Orange and Vodaphone had not attended the M&mg to 
gm thar presentahons on then future plans for then network 

The Meetmg closed at 925pm. 
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Rc&fdDs!TkAtC 

Tothemeetmgof: COMPULSORY CO- TENDEXINGPANEL 

on: 14Tf-I JANUARY 1999 

Report of: HFADOFMBMBERS 

l3tle.z MINLpIEs OF CGMFUJSORY CO- TENDERINGPANEL 

Author: G Braze&ale Rqnt ApprovedBy 

Ata-M&ingkldon3ld DeGmlbx1998. prescat c?amcIllors 
Mrs. J. Helson (Chain-mm), DE. Barnes, JM. Dickson, V.D. Humhings and PFA Webster. 

Apologiec Cmmcdlor C.R Morgan 

S~k&nte: CounciBor Mrs. M.S. Vmce. 

61. (XINTRACI REBWHAI., - DRAFT STREFT CLEANSJNG SPBCIFICATJON 

The Panel continued to consrder the draft street cleansing spccifkation, taking in to account 
additional information provided by Officers, as requested at the previous meetmg. The following 
isslwaKEedLuingdIscusslm 

i) pthe_(;rounds 

Membm had previously exambred the possibiity of sqarating cleansmg operations in 
parks, such ss Inter picking and the emptying of dog bins, from the grounds 
r~~~~tenance contract (?&.nute. 60 -2.X). The Head of Letsum & Client Servrces 
reported that he had discussed thii suggestion with operational staff, who concluded 
that, due to the need to synchomise litter picking and grounds maintenance, tt would not 
be practbble to have sqwate contracts for the two functions. Following discussion, 
the Panel agreed to mtam cleansing and grounds maintenance within * smgle conQac& 
@-sapresent. 

ii) aenh.&I Footwavs 

The Head of Leisure and Chent Services reminded the Panel that, at present, only 
rwdential streets in Rochford and Rayleigh receive four sweeps per year, the 
remainderpf the Diict’s streets am swept on a msponsive basis by the mobile htt 
squad. At the previous meeting, the Panel had considered the possibility of 
standardlsmg the cleansing service across the D&&X, to provide two sweep% with 

additional cleans as and when requimd (for example, to coinmde wtth leaf fall). 

Members reiterated their view that all areas shouId receive the same level of cleansing 
wd an alternative option to standardise the service was discnsscd, under which all 
residenti footway sweeping would be provided solely on a responsive basis. The 
resultant savings would enable greater attention to be given to cleansing town centres, 
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which Members had previcqsly agresd should be cons&r4 a priority. 
i-ecow that, if this optton was to be adopt&, some roads would still 
additional sweps. 

ThePanelmnsideredmatitwes~toe~~optionunlessthe~y 
smmgs, tich would allow other areas to be provided with B more frequent service, 
were known. Members requested that a breakdown of the casts of each element of the 
current cleansing wnm be provl~ at 8 future meetmg. 

It was also suggested th% information could be obtained from another compaable 
Dshict, such as Maldon, to enable the likely costs of imkdual elements of the amhzt 
tok.de&nmn& 

Members em&xl the nqmtors’ reports for the last three months, the work identified 
withmw~chiscarriedoutbythehitsquad. TheHeadofLeisureBrCltentServlces 
infonnedthePanelthats$fffrom~AudaSectionhadbeenmonltoringthemanual 
and m&nical sweep smce IstIkcember and that, to date, all the scheduled work 
hadbeencarriedout Itwa5notedthatlbe&cctionshadh&ertofccuMonthe 
Rochford and Rayleigh town centres, and it was reqM that some residential streeh 
shculd be monitored, to coincide with scheduled sweeps. <?>“>$ 
The Panel reemphasised its belief in the need for thorough monimrkg, and in particnlru 
ccnsidertd that the inspectors should carry out checks to de&mine satisfactory 
completion of the contmcmrs’ WC& 

iv) 

The Panel examined street plans of R&ford and Rayleigh to identify those tu&ds 
which should be categorised as within the town centre, and those regarded as 
residential. It was agnzed that car pr& within town centres should be cleansed to the 
same stand& as the svrrounding streets. For some amas within town centres, other 
Auk-hies may have rqonsibiity for cleansing - for example, the imn&ate environs 
of railway stations - and officers undertook to clarify such mstances. 

Itwasagreedmatstreetmapsfortheremaining~areaswouldbesenttothe 
appropriate Ward Counc~Uors in order that town centres, schools, shopping areas etc. 
could be &ntified to de&m& the frequency of street sweeps required. 

The Panel agreed that it would continue to cons&z the street cleansing w at its , 
next meeting. -1 

The meeting closed at 5.OGpm. 
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RCKHFORDDISTRXXCOUNClL 

Minuk.softlh?Gnmcil 

AtaMeetingheldon8IbDczmber 1998. present: Counclllors G Fox (Chairmm) 
R. Adams, KS. Allen, GC Angus, B R Ayling, DE Barney P.A Beckers C I Black, 
MC. Bmwn, S Cunberland, J.M. D~cksop, D.F. Flack. D.M. Ford, Mrs. JE Ford, 
EL Fmncls, KA. Gibbs, Mrs. J&i. Glles, Mrs. H L A. Glynn, Mrs. J Hall, N Harris, 
Mrs. EM. Haa, D Helson, Mrs J. Helson, A Hosking, Mrs AR Htihmgs, 
V.D. Hutchmgs, V.H. Leach, CR Morgan, T.A. Powell, Mrs. W.M. Stevenson, 
S R Tellis, Mrs. MS. Vince, RE. Vmgoe, Mrs. M J Webster, PPA. Webster, 
D.A. Weir and Mrs. MA. Weu 

Apologes: Connclllors Mrs. S.J Lemon, R.A Pearson and D.J. Sutton. 

Resolved 

That the Mmuta of &e Meeting of 20th October 1998 and Extra- Meeting of 
27th October 1998 be approved as correct records and stgned by the Chsirman. 

Ccuncdlor Mrs H LA Glynn wished to place on record that she bad only been in 
attendance for the final thirty mmutes of the Extr?morchmxy Cooncll Meetmg held on 
30th September 1998, and bad abstamed from vonng on the item under conmderatiot~ 

547. MEh4BERs-

The mterests record&l in the M.nm&s to be. mcelved and cons&red by Council welt: 
takenasmad 

Cou~cillor DE. Barnes declared a non-pecumary mtemst m items relatmg to Ray&h 
Town C!ou& and Rayletgh Age Concern by vu-toe of his role as Chmrmm of those. 
bedIe. 

548. ~SANNOrncEMENTs 

The Charmau reported the andance of the Vie-(Shamnan at the Essex Playmg Field.3 
Assoction awards ceremony. The Coumxl bad received a Certifkate of Ment for the 
St John FBher Playing Ground, Rayleigh 

The chauman tiundertsken a host of xttvtty, mclodii attendance at.- 

the SomptomMs Intemahoml Aunusl Lunch 
the Essex County Council ‘Reduce your Speed’ commitmznt 
Remembramx Servtcea at Rayleigh, Hockley and Hullbndge 
the Bullwocd Hall Celebration of Ackvemxt 
the openmg of houses bmlt by the Swan Hoosmg Trust, Downhall Road 
the Domeshc Violence Conference at Prelght House, R&ford 
the opemng of Jewellery shops in Rochford and Great Wakering 
the swttching on of the Hawkwell Chnstmas bghts 

At the coocluslon of thu item, all Members suppxkl the Vicechatrman iu extendmg 
best vnshes to Mrs. Anne Fox, the Chairman s wfe, for a speedy recovery from Illness. 

549. COMMITIEE Ivlmums 

ResolVd 

(1) That the Minutes of Comrmttees be received and the mcommxd$ons contained 
therem adopted -,, 

!!I! I 
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consult&on per&. In fully endorsing tie coflcem expressed by D&ii Officers ~rlth 
regard to the County’s proposals, Members wished to highhght the followmg spectfic 

pants as masons for rejectmg the revised service:- 

1) that httle thought appears to have been aven to fhe costly cooking and storage 0 
f&es (-waves, refrigerators and 90 on) whzh rec~plents would need to 
have, together wtth the associated costi for such facilities. There co&d also be 
a problem m ac&fing delivery of any revi& arrangements. 

ii) that the proposals appeared to be driven by the need for fmancml econormes 
alone, rather than any au-e for the elderly. 

that It would be wmng to replace. an effechve well-ordered c omnmty based 
facllrty wtth one purely offermg a form of grocery famhty. 

IV) that the client base represented 1s a very vulnerable sectton of the commumty 
prone to t&z type of food mfczttons whch the proposed changes could intrcduce 
and that, at ule very least, the proposals are likely to rIKan the supply of food of 
a lower nutriaod value. 

that the Medical Health Officer should be involved at an early stage in the 
deveicpment of any amendments to exutmg -ices 

4 thattherearea~ofinconststenciesinthedraftCMuttyrepartwhic~are l 
muse for concern. For example, whtlst not actually stated. tt would appz 
fmm the stabshcs quoted that the number of meals ordered but not d&v+ 
durmg 1597/38 was an extremely low percentage of the total meals delivered 
and that to tighhght thzs as one of the reasons for change seemed to exaggerate 
Its unportanae. 

VQ thatproposalsappaaratv~cewlthearliercommantsmadetotheDimctby 
a County-Member repmsentahve wtth regard to the imbalance which already 
existed between the elderly and childmns Standard Spending Assessments. 

vill) that the are co*cm about the hkdy expecmions to be placed on voluntaiy 
b&cs as a result of &se proposals. 

On a waist&on pursuant to Startding Mr 24(Z) a recorded vote was taken on a 
Motion moved by Coutlcillor Mrs J.Helson and seconded by Cotmcillor 
S Camberland as follows -

For the Maim (37) 0 
Counallors R Adams, RS Allen, GC Angas, B R Ayling, DE. Barnes, 
PA Beckms, Cl Black, MC. Brown, S Cumberland, J M Dtckson, D.F Flack, 
D M. Ford, Mrs JE. Ford, G. Fox, EL Francu, KA Gibbs, Mrs. J&l. G&s, 
Mrs H LA Glyrm, Mrs. J Hall, N Hams, Mrs. E M Hft& D. Helson, Mrs J H&on, 
A. Hoskmg, Mrs. A. Hutchmgs, V D Hutchmgs, V H Leach, C R Morgan, 
TA. Powell, Mrs. W Stevenson, S.R T&s, Mrs M.S. Vmce, R E Vingoe, 
Mrs Id. Webster, PJ?.A. Webster, D.A. Wur, and Mrs M A. Wetr 

Agaimt/Atitions (NIL) 

The Motion was declared UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED and tt was - 

That the County Cound be adwed that I%IS Cmcd IS horrified by County proposals 
to mhduce frozen food and urges County CoanciUors to reject any such scheme 
em) l 



553. EXCLUSION OF TIE3 PUBLIC 

RWJlVdRWJlVd 

That under Sectton 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the publtc beThat under Sectton 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the publtc be 
excluded from the Meetmg for the following stem of businesson the grounds that ttexcluded from the Meetmg for the following stem of businesson the grounds that tt 
mvolves the hkely dtsclosmeof Exempt lirformat~onas &efim-edmvolves the hkely dtsclosmeof Exempt lirformat~onas &efim-edm Paragraph 1 of Part 1m Paragraph 1 of Part 1 
of Schedule12A of the Act.of Schedule12A of the Act. 

554. PROFOSED ORGANISATIONAL CHANGES 

(1) olltwme of-on 

Members considered the confidenhal report of the Chtef Bxecuttve (Destgnate) on 
orgamsahonal changes and the outcome of the consultation wnh effected staff In 
mcceptmgthe unplemcntation of the new stmctum, Members felt that the Corporate. 
ResourcesSub-Conmutteewas a better vehtclo for detmledconsidemtion of the staffimg 
issuesansurg from the new stmctme 

On a motion moved by Cotmcillor DE Barnes and seconded by Councnllor 
Mrs. J H&on, it was.-

(1) That the new organissttonals@uctmebe nnpleqented assoonasposstble. 

(2) That amhonty be delegatedto the Corporate ResonrcesSub-Committeeto det&nme 
all staffing lm~.~ ammg out of such unplemmttttron. 

(3) ‘Ibt Mr. Paul G Warrenbe q@nt~I Returnmg officer for the Authonty (CE(D)) 

NOTE: Councillor DFFlack quested that it be recorded he voted agamst ttie 
resolutton on the basrsthat he was unable to vote on managementstructuresas a matter 
of prmcrplc smcc he felt Members should mcetve independent external advice on 
lBXgBWltlOlX% 

(ii) confidentiality 

Que*omng the confidentIahty of earlier reports, a Member drew attenuon to the 
minutes of a Tenants’ Liaison Meeting appendedto the Chtef Executtve’sNewsletter of 
4th December1998 

On a motton moved by Counctllor VH Leach and seconded by Counctllor 
Mrs J Helson it was- I 

rt!shd 

That Corporate Management Board should carry out an mtemal qmty mto matters 
surmnndmg the discussionswhtch had taken place at the Tenants hatson Meetmg of 
28th October 1998turdreport the outcometo Full Council. (CMB) 

The meeting closedat 10.05pm 
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FtcdxbdDLstndcamdl 
To the meetmg OF FlNANcEBtGENERAL-

on: 2ND FEBRUARY 1999 

R.qmlt of. HEADOFAD MINBTR4~ANDMBMBERsBRMcBs 

Title MJIWES OF COMPULSORY COMpETprrvH lFNDERlNGPANFL 

Anthop: A Wyatt Report Approved By: 

a AtaMeetingbeldonllthDeamber 1998. Prcent Councillors Mrs J Helson (Chamnan), 
DE Barnes, JM Dickson, V.D. Hutchmgs and PE.A Webster 

A@~. Counmllor C R Morgan. 

Substitu~: Gnmdor Mrs. MS. Vii. 

The Panel forth3 consider the draft Street Cleansmg S-on as outlmed m the repoa of the 
Head of Leii & Chent Servxes wkh had been presented to Members at previcas Meetmgs. 

The followmg issues arose donng disco&x- 

MemberswereadvisedthatCastlePointBoroughCouncllusedthenrirtoreofinputandoutpnt 
contracts in their spezification which equated to a similar contract amount to that already paid by 
Rochfoxl I)lstnct Coonal. Members were also adwed of the unnng system used by M&Ion 
DistrictCouncllanditwasconsideredthat~Contractshonldbea~ofmputandoutput 
for town centres and output for residential areas. 

McdlMidsweepea 

himdful of the prenous recormnendation not to specify methods of sweeping in the contwct, a 
Member questioned the tqokd fnqctency for madgutley sweepmg and pavement sweepmg. 
ThePanelwasoftheop~~thatpronding~weremetanymethodcoaldbeILPRd 
Members requested that prospective tenderers should provide quotations for two road sweeps. 
four road sweeps and one-off road sweeps with an output q&fxat~on for the clearance of leave.5 
and blossom. Wti regard to pavement sweepmg the Panel consukr& that prqatwe tenderers 
should be invited to provide quotations for two, three and four sweeps per year. 

Page45-RmdSweping-TmlveTbnesFerYear 

The Panel WEIS of the opmion that town centres should receive twelve sweeps per year and that for 
other mads, pmpective tenderers shcald provide quotes for six and nme sweeps and then two 
ad&h& sweeps per year. In respect of car parks Members were happy to see the removal of 
Ferry Road, Hulk&e from the spafkation FLS!&e respons&nltty for the car pa% had passe3 to 
Hullbndge Parish Council. Me&n questioned whether Clemeo~ Hall and the Frxxght House 
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The Panel cons&zd that the roads to be swept e&t hmes per year should be r&uced to su 
hmesperyearandthatthose~~torecelve~eyeariyswee~shouldremainthe 
same. 

TmeWnelagreedthat~r~mtowncen~shonldbeemptledtwicedaily,~~inshop 
parades should be emptied daily aud those by schools should be emptied daily, except for 
noa-school bmes when, as with the rest of the J3stnct and on major mutes to rail stahons, they 
would need to be emptied once weekly. In respect of dog waste bms, Members cons&red that 
theyshouldbecleanedoaceamcwthandmatasdogwallringhadseasonaltrendsbins,shouldbe 
emptidtmceweeklyintie snmum (April to Septemi~r) and 011ce a wezk dmmg winter. The 
Panel further coustdered there were not enough dog waste bii in certain areas of the Ihstnct 
mc~gTheMauntandKingGeorge’smayingF~ldanditwasrequestedthat~situationbe 
lo&d mto fmtber by officers. 

In consniermg that footpa&s should remam both clean and clear, Members quested that 
Oflicers zqqmach Esex County Council ou the matter of vegetation clearauce m alleyways at the 
same tim as htter pickiug. It was considered that the contract should be of an output type. 

ToWllCUlbX!S 

The Panel considered mat the Contract should state one sweep per day and then tfte standard 
under the Environmental protection Act should be met by use of an output contract. The Panel 
considered that the timing of cleans would be mqortan~ in particular during school tin 
Members requesM a new from Officers as to the -on qarding cleaning behind sboppmg 
areaS. 

The Panel was edvizd tha& although there fife only three members of Itpnitormg staff at present 
whose duties mvolved other m of contract work, resources would be adqately targeted to 
momtor contracts properly. Members were further advised that mformat~on technology was 
currently bemg mstalled m the Chmcil’s Depot and that the work to improve momtonng had 
been started. The Panel considered that the we should be looked at when the exact Contract 
Specifi~ons were known. 

ANYCYEIERBUSINEJS 

Members requested that the issue of refuse collect1011 for Church Halls m particular the Salvation 
Army, be mveshgated and reported back to the Panel 

Members noted that the next Meetmgs wre scheduled to take place on 14th, 15th, 21st and 
22nd January 1599 to deal ~th the Gnnmds Mamt~uance Contract. 

The hidng closed at 12.3Cpn~ 
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ROCHFORDDIS-IRICI’C!GUNCIL 


AtaSpxidMeetbgbddcm14tb Decembeh 1998. Presed Gnmcillors V.H Leach 
@m-man), D E. Barnes, C I. Black, JM Dickson, D.M. Ford, Mrs. JE Ford, 
K.k Grbbs, A Hoskmg, V D. Hutchmgs, R.A. Pearson, TA. Powell, S.R. T&s, 
Mrs MS. Vmce, and Mrs. MJ Webster 

A@ogrea Councillors MC Brown, Mrs J.M. G&s, and Mrs H&A. Glymm. 

SWtes: Councillors PA Be&em aud Mrs I Helson. 

Non Member Ambling: Cotmcrllor P9.A. Webster 

555. ESSEX AND SOIJTHEND RBPLACEMENTSIRUCPUREPL.4N-RBVISED 
WRITIENSTA-D3MBNTANDKJ3YDIAGRAM 

‘Ihe Comttee cmslde~ the report of the Head of Environmental Pohcy and 
Iniuauves which explamod progress on the preparation of the Essex andl SouthendortSea Replacement Structure Plan, mcluding the proposed inclusmn of new 
polmes dealmg wrth the economic srtuahou m South East Essex Members noted the 
background tothe draft Replacement Stmctme Plan and the proposed changes, m 
particular that Southend-on-Sea Borough Counnl had become a Umtary Authority sure 
the dmft was placed on deposit It was further noted that a bndgmg document was 
needed to outh the proposed chauges to the Structmn Plan and the sddmonal ten new 
phcm w!ich seek to develop the plan’s core strategy wtth an emp&,rs on 
encmragmg mmounc success ln South East Essex Members questrons were answered 
spmkally m relatmn to Polines CSZ - Pmtectmg the Namral In-built Environment, 
CS4 - F’nonty Areas for Econom#: Regeneration, Pohcy CS5 -Employment Iand and 
also Pohcy CS8 - Housing Land It was consrdered that the propos& alterations to the 
Plan were to be supported. 

That Essex County Cowal and Southend-onSea Borough Council be mformed that 
ths Authonty supports, m princrple, the pmposed revrsmns to the Replacement 
smlcture PlalL (TP)(FmI) 

l 556. THBFI.%sExANDsouTHEND WASTBLDCALPL4NDBPOSITSDRAFJ 

The Comnnttee cmmiered the report of the Head of Envrromnemal Pohcy and 
Ini~a~vca, which outlmed the roam features of the formal deposit version of The Essex 
and Southend Waste Local Plau The report explamed the detatls of a proposal made by 
Chelmsford Borough Council m respect of tha development of a point case to bs 
prepa& by all Essex Drstrrcts. Members noted that the County Waste Sbategy was 
prim&y mcinemtor-led, and suggested that thrs would r&rally prevent the 
estabb.sbti of a e recycling stmtegy Given mat mcmerators mqure 
slgmficant vohlmes of waste to ensure they OlXate at full capanty, the comrmttee saw 
a potential need to import addihonal waste from outs& the County 

Members consrdered tt imperative that the correct strategy is &opted m the Waste 
Local Flan, and for me long term. 

Itwasamsideredthat~wasmuchintheDeposltPlanthatmeritedsuppott,andthat 
although the Plan took clear account of the Govermnent’s waste meramhy and the latest 
regional waste gmdance, lt did not pmvrde suflictent cotiort over some sermus short e commgs Concern was expressed at the pmpos8.l to srte a faciltty in West Rayleigh, fit 
for land use plamung reasons, dne to the Green Bolt status of the s&e and the diffiamies 
vmh transport movements and access, and secondly for techmcal reasons, mclndmg the 
avmlabihty of sn adequate water supply Concerns were also expressed m respect of 
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po~~aleffectsonthoseareasn~totbeproposad~,andfurtherafieldasa 
consequence of wmd borne ash. It was noted that Rayleigh Town Counnl had 
mobii oppitmn with nearby Prmsh Councils and a Resrdents Asscciatron 

Members further noted the initmiive unde&ken by Chelmsford Borough Councd in that l 
external cmsultants, “Fmlogika Cousultants” had been appoint& to advise on a 
smtable response to the plan Chelmsford had mvrted Essex Drsuxts to join a 
wusor~um to present a jomt objection to the plan by 15 January 1999 and then to 
pqare a case for the forthcoming Local Plan Inquiry, A breakdown of the hkely costs 
had been produo and the Committee conclude4 that a budget of up to L5,ooO should 
be idenhtled to enable Rcchford’s psrticipatmn ln the consordum. Chelmsford 
Borough Counnl’s views on the strategy as outlined m the report were endorsed by 
Members, who were of the opmion that .- 

(a) The Camty Council and Scutbend Borough Counztl should be mqested formally 
to delay fmy futher consulerahon of the Waste Local Plan Deposit draft for a 
penod of 11 to 12 months, to Jauuary 2000, to allow mtensrve cousideratton of an 
altemahve waste strategy based upon increased rccyclmg and &version of waste, 
andtoseektherrinputmsuchareview 

@) This Anthority will give ilz fuIl support to sw.31 a review to 1999 

Cd This Authm~ uses Ecologika Consuhauts to conatder sn alternattve strategy and 
that their current bnef should be revised to t&e g*xmut of partrcnlsr pomts of l 
cowem for Rochford Drstrict Gxmcd. (Tins fmancial conmbntlon which would be 
rquiredcouldbedebatedsepsrately) 

Cd) That the terms of reference of me Essex Waste Contract Strategy Group of the 
Assoc~onofEssexC~llsberevisedtoembraceallwastemartersandto 
m&de l-epmeatahves of all Dustricts as well as the county ComhuL 

W Since the consultation penod for the Deposit Plan ends on 15th Jauuq 1999 and 
aisnotclearwhethertheCountyandSouthendwlllsuppoaadelayintheplamKd 

. prepamuon process, the Couuty should also be infornxd of dus Authority’s 
um~rns 111 respect of the incmerator-led emphasis of me Deposit Plan and the 
strong ob~echons to the idenhficatron of West Raylergb site - (Site MWhU) as a 
maJor waste management sue. 

Members were of the ophuon that Ecologtka appeared to be the ideal cons&mq to 
prepare sn altemative waste snategy, conchrdiug that arrangenxnts shmld be made for 
the Drsmct to participate in the joint drstnct consortium to present the Councils 
repmsentahons to the County by the 15th January deadlme for submissions. Thereafter, 
Ecologika shot&d be invited to attend the next meetmg of the Transportation and l 
Ewkmtental Services Cotitte on 28th Januery 1999 so that the Council csn make 
a fmal de&on on whether to remam a pmt of the consorhum wrth Elcologrka presenting 
evrdence on its behalf m the Local Plan Inquuy. 

Resolved 

(1) That Chelmsford Borough Council be mfomxd of this Council’s agreement to take 
part m the renew of the Waste Local Plan Strategy, and to pmvrding a contnbuaon 
towruds the resemch being undertaken by Ecologrka Consultants subject to a smtahle 
mput to the Consultant Terms of Reference, 

(2) Essex County Council and Southend Romugh Gxmctl be infomxd of dns Council’s 
views aud that they be formally rquested to delay the Waste Local Plan to allow the 
review to be completed 

(3) That, iu any event and subject to additional c ommxtts fmm Members, Essex County 
Council aud Southend Borough Counnl be mformed of thts Anthorny’s concerm about 
the mcmerator-led strategy of the Deposrt Waste Plan and the proposal for a maJor ewaste management sue m West Ray&$ as outlmed m the report 
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(4) That the I>lstrict Councd welcomes the oppor~mty to factitate partnershIp workmg 
wth the Parish Counds m order to present a comprehensive response to the proposal 
for an mcmemtor and provide sapport m respea of their campaqgn. 

(5) That Councdlor Mrs J. Helson be appomted to attend the Jomt Countytict 
Waste Contra2 Strategy Workmg Party (HEPI) 

557. lTEAPPROACHCARPARK,EMERGEN(syRESURFAUNGWORKS 

The Committee consIdered the ~olrd report of the Head of Revenue Services end the 
Head of Leisure and Client Serwces co uwrmug the con&&n of The Approach Car 
Park smce fencmg work had been comp!.eted by Bnhsh RatL Members consIdered that 
works to comply with Health and Safety Standards should be carried out and that the 
bid for resurfzmg should be made to the next budget cycle, 

That works bz carned out to The Approach Car Park to wly with health and safety 
standards and that a bid for the resmf~g works be made to the next budget 
cycle. FXWES)) 

The MeeMg cl& at 9 Ooprn. 
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PINANCE&GENER4L-

2ND FEBRUARY 1999 

HEADOFAD -TIvEANDmERsERm 

-oFTHEcoRPoRAlERBsouRmsuJj-coMMllTEE 

G Brazendale Rep-t Approved By* 

AtaMketmgkkIat15thIkcemk 1998. F’resaC Councdlors DE Barnes (Chauman), 
Mrs J.M. Gdes, Mrs. J Helson, V H Leach, CR Morgan, R.E. vingoe, P P.A. Webster, 
D.A. Weu and Mrs. MA. Weu. 

Agxhgks: Connciors Mrs. H.L.A. Glyrm and Mrs. SJ. Lemon. 

sOb9titotes: Councdlor D.R HeLson. 

Non-Members Atteading: Gmnclllors V.D Hutchings and Mrs. WM. Stevenson. 

Representatwes from the Raykq$ chamber of Trade, the Hcckley Traders’ Assocration and the 
R&ford Chamber of Tqle were also present 

189 MINUTES 

The Mmntes of the Meebng of 12thNovember 1998 and of the re-cunvened Meeting of 
18th November 1998 were approved as correct words. 

0190 MEMBwm 

Councilfor V D. Hutchmgs by vatae of hu spouse’s mvolvement wrth a company tmdmg m 
Hwkley. 

All Members of Hockley and R&ford Parish Councils 

191 coRPoRATl3 IEsouRm .9PfDAL CONSULTATION S- HELD ON 
17THDECEMBER 1997 

The Corporate Dueetor (Finance and E&xnf~I Se~ces) cllculated thenotes of the correspndmg 
MeeMg held in 1997. FoIlowmg a Member question concerning “brown agmng”, OfKcers 
rmdertook to seek clarificahon of the County Council’s pohcy for the pmwion of such stage. 
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192. ENWRONMENTALENHANcEMBNl3INHo(sgLEy’IIIwN(IENTRB ANDR-RD 
DISTRICTTOWN cpNTRE’sPuBLIclTY 

The Sub-Committee considered the report of the Head of Environmental Policy wd Imhat~es 
concemmg the spendmg arrangements for the E5,M)o regeneration ftmd aIlocated by the 
CorpnateR- Special .%bComW on 17th December 1997. 

It was proposed that approxmiately f3,500 be spent on pmvidmg street fumibze in Hockley, with 
the remammg ~1,500 being used to fund a “wrap mmd” adverhseme ntfeatruemthelocalpress 
in February to promote local town centres. This would follow up a mm&r featare & at 
ChnStmas. 

9 WWfeatnre 

‘Ihe Sub-committee discussed in some detail the allocation of El,Xl to the Chambers of 
Trade Assocition to provide the wrap-round. Some Membea con4ered that the 
Ccuncil could be criticised for fundmg a pmmotional feature advemsmg solely those 
businesses that are Chamber of Trade memters, and that consideration should tbaefore 
be given to ways of assistmg all wmrm&al actMty within the District On balance, 
however, IT was c.onchM that the wrap mud is a htgh qua& prcdachon which 
pmmotes town centre reti facdities m a posmve way, and the Councd should thereti 
&stwithiLsissne Membersexpressedtheirsvpportfortheworkofthechambersof 
Tradearadprrusedtheinitiahveshownintheprodu~onofthewrapmrmd l 
In replying to a Member quAon, the Chef Bxecntive @z&ate) suggested !&at tie 
level of %ancml support offered by the Councd aid be m if a larger than 
anticipatednamberof~esses~topayfor~gs~wi~thewrap 
d. Any savmgs tbxeby achieved could be u& to contnbute towards the cost of 
pmducmg future pubhaty mated. The Sub-Committee was agreeable to this 
suggestion. 

On a Motion put by CounciIlor Mrs. J Helson and seconded by Gmncdlor V.H Leach, rt 
W85 

RECO-ED 

ThatE1500beusedtoprovideawraprmmdadvertlseme~in~braary1999,tobe 
produced m consultab.on with the Raylelgh Chambez of Trade, the Hockley Traders 
Astiatlon and the Rochford Chamber of Trade. (TP)(HEPI) 

ii) suwFumihueiuHockley 

It was noted that conmltations am shll being andeaalw. with the Hockley Traders’ l
Association and Hockley Pansh Council w mXnlhlgtbedeWlsofthestreetfamitareto 
be pmmded with the funding prev~oualy agreed by tie Subcommittee. Membm wem 
agreeable to the suggested allocatmn of a,500 for this parpose aad it was suggested that 
the pmvlFilon of any items identified as necessary by the consultees, m addSma to those 
tobe~fromwatdnthisanocaacn,shoaldberepoaedbacktoMembersforfurther 
cons&ration. On a Motmn put by CcnmclIlor DE. Barnes and SeaMded by Ccnmcillor 
Mrs.J.HAonitwas 

(1) That f3.500 be used to pmnde street fmmhue and other enhancements m Hockley 
Town Cenee, tie nature of which 1s to be determined in coas&tion with Hcckley Parish 
Council and Hockley Traders’ Association. 

(2) That the prrmsxm of any addihoual fecties costing m excess of this sum be reposed 
to Members for farther consideration. (HEPI) 
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193. BCQTSLAOOON 


The corporate Dllectw (Fii and External SWIG+ informed the Sub-Commit& that the 
Special Meebng of Transplrtaaon and En- Services COW heId on 

e ZndDecemberhadreqoestedthatihe~llseofBootslagoonasataxi~bebronghrto 
this Sub-Cormm~, to enable cons&mhon by the Chambers of Trade The Chambers’ 

resentatives indicabed that they would reqxmd formally to the cons&&w exeanse 
tCLming the propz&a sc0n to be under&en by Essex County Ccuncd, and it w&s suggested 
that the issue could also be considered at the Rayleigh Chamber of Trade’s Open Meetmg m 
JwuarY 

194 ISSUESRAISEDBYTHECHAMBE%SOFTRADE 

(0 ResmfecingofPa- in SpaRoad, H&q 

The Sub-Conmnttez was irhmed that Essex County Gxmcil1s propsmg to carry out a 
scheme m Bramp~on Road to level the pavements and provide a Iayby, and the Pansh 
CommI has offerd to meet the rdd~tiod cost of pmvidmg block paving The project to 
carryontpavementimprovementsinSpaRoadis~tobeginon4thJanuary1999rmd 
the Pan& Cmmcd has alhated fmxhg for an associated larger scale enhancement plan. 
It is likely however, !hat farther fending ti be reqomzd to enable mrplementation and 
the chambers of Trade requested that the District Ccsmcil @ve consideration to making 
avmlable the ad&tlonal finance. 

The Sub-Co- noted the information provided by the Chambers of Trade. 

(a) SpzialEventrr 

It was agseed to defer consideration of ttus issue, pending forther mformation to be 
provided by the Rayleigh Chamber of Trade. 

(iii) NationalNon--Rates-D 

Th.5corporateI3llect0r(Fii and Extemd Services) requested, and received, the 
Chamber of Trade’s agreement to carry oat amsuha~ons concerning the NNDR by post, 
a9 m prev10n.s years. 

(1v) 

Following a question fmm the R&ford Chamber of Trade’s representahve, it was 
w~thatanewlssaeofthe~I)lrectoryarlllbepabllshednexty~. The 
Regeneration Officer confnmzd her iutention to continue to work closely wah the 
chambers of Trade on this and other prom&ional initiatives. 

(-4 md-=l’ - ” F& 

In response to a p&t raised, the aef Executive @@ate) informed Members that it 
is mtended to examine the ser~czs currently provided at the coancll’s recqtmn zueas 
throughout the District, followmg which any fmmclal implications of recommended 
changes would be exammcd by the Fmance and General Purposes Committee. 

195. JXXCLZTSION OF THE PUBLIC 

Resolved that under Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the pubhc be 
excluded from the Meetmg for the followmg ttem of business on the grormda that it involves the 
hkely disclosure of Exempt Information as defined m Pamgraph 1 of Part 1 of schedule 1ZA of 
theAct. 
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1%. PROPOSED ORGANISATIONAL CHANGBS (Mkte 554&S) 

Members wns~ded the wnfi&ntiaI qmt of the Chief Executive (Dasigoate) deferred from a 
meetmg of the Council on 8thkmbcr 1998 dealing ~th changes to the orgams&onal 
s~~ctu.re and the effect of the pmposals on individual posts. Tk Chief Executive (lkignate) 0 
advlsd Member that some changes involved additional responslbdihes and minor alterations to 
cond~Uons of serylce but that in otkz cases posts were to be deleted from the establishment He 
then advised of the redeployment opportumties avtiable to affeztfd staff and the redundancy 
packages and, in one case, sly retlremertt packages for G-mse who could not, or chose not to, 
ati themselves of such oppommhies 

In answer to a quehcm the Chief Execuave (lksignak) confun& that thecosts of redundancy 
forthetwoDm?ctorpastsatTectedwerebroadlysmIllar. 

After a short recess the Snb-Committee reconvened and unammously 

Resolved 

(1) That the Dir&or of Gnpomte Resomzes and Duador of Hoosmg (operebions) posts be 
deleted from the. establishment. 

(3) That the Head of L&m-e & Client Services takes responsibibty for the prop&y mamtenance 
ftmctmns of the housmg stock. 

(8) That a new post of Head of Adrmnistrative & Member Se~oes be created 

(9) That the Fraud InvesQa~ons Officer post be graded SOL 

(10) That the stmcture agreed by Cormcil on 8th December 1998 be implemented forthwith and lthat the affected staff below Head of Seance level be off& redeployment as pmposed 

(11) That a .sm-ql%ed appemtonng system be mt&u& thronghoot the Authority with 
appiupnate targets and SIX monthly reviews cormzncmg with Corpora@ Management Baard and 
Head of Se~ce followed by %cers reportmg directly to them 

The Meeting closed at 10 2Opm. 
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AtaMcetingbeldon17thDecanber 199% Present: Cotmcillo~~DA. Weir 
(Chamnan), R.S. Allen. GC Angus, P A. Beckers, CS. Black, M C Brown, 
S Cumberland, J M I)lckson, D.F. Flack, D&i. Ford, Mrs JE Ford, G. Fox, 
E L. Francis, K A. tibbs, Mrs. JM. G&, Mrs H.L.A. Glynn, Mrs J. Hall, 
D& Helson, Mrs. J. H.&on, Mrs AX Hutchings, V D. Hutchmgs, V.H. Leach, 
CR. Morgan, RA Pearsob T.A Powell, Mrs WM Stevenson, S.R. Tells, 
Mrs MS. Vmce, R.E. Vmgoe, Mrs. MJ Webster, P.F.A. Webster and 
Ml3.M.A war 

Apolog~w Counc~Uors DE Barnes, Mrs E.M Hart and Mrs. SJ Lemon 

558. MINVTES 

The Mmutcs of the Meetmgs held on 25th and 26th November 1998 were approved as a 
wmxtrecordmidsignedbytheC%aimmn. 

5.59. MEMBERS-

* Members’ Interests relatmg to the Schcdnle of Development Applicatmns and 
Recommendahons (Mmute 561) were received as follows.- 

Para D2 - Conncillor D.M. Ford declared a Non Pecuniary Imetes by virtne of hts 
employer havmg a &vlslon on London Southend Airport 

ha 7 - Conncillor Df. Flack declared an J&zest by virtue of bemg a Non Executive 
I)lrec~oftheSouthEastEs~xNHSTrust,hetookpartmthedebatebuttooknopart 
in the votmg. 

Parag-CcuncflorMrsMS Vmcedc&redaNonPec~J&erestbyvmueof 
hvmg m close pmxinuty to the site 

Para RIO - Gnwzillors J.M Dickson, Mm H.L.A. Glynn and V.H. Leaoh each 
declared a Non pecuniary mterest by vntne of bemg Hawkwell pansh Councillors and 
aIs havmg knowledge of the appbcant 

560 OUTSTANDINGISSUES 
The Commdtee was satisfd that alI necessary actlonhadkentakelL 

W& regard to the Item relating to Sotton Bndge Farm, Sutton Road, Rochford, the 
Comrmttee was advised by a Member that a complamt in respect of the grant of 
Planning Pemnsaon had been made to the Local Government Ombudsman. 

Wah regard to the item regattling 6 F&t Street, R&-&d, cluificatmn was sought by 
Members on progress to date with regmd to negotmtions concermng the access at the 
mdeofthesrte 

Minutes 79/98 (PamlO), 368’98 (ParadZ and 6), 374i98 @‘am 3), 421i98 (pams 8 and 
12) were carried forward. 

a 



561. SCHEDIJLE OF DBVELOPMENT APPLICATTONS AND RXOMME?TDATIONS 


The Head of Planning Serviccx submtted a S&&de of Development Apphcahcms for 
conslderahon and a hst of Pianmng Applicatmns aad Bmldmg Regalahon Applicabons 
decided under delegahon 

In notmg that officers had managed to reduce the ridge he&t by a further 2OChnm f&m 
that shown on the. plans, Members wded to also see farther condzmns added, 
removing perrmtted development rights wMn the loft space, and that the develovt 
permitted should be mqlemented m xx0nIauc.e w& the &e bight shown on the 
front aud czx elevations as set out on the reylsed plans, drawmg No 001 Rev D. 

Resold 

That the application be sppmved sub@ to the con&ions set out in the she&ale 
mcludlng wndltions set out below:- 

15. StandardCondition. 20-restricteddormers 

16 The development bx&y pen&ted shall be implemented m accordance ulth the 
ridge he&t shown on the front and lear ekvtions (rather thaa t6e s& elevations) on 
the rewed plans received on 17th December 1998, dmwmg No. 001 Rev D, and as set 
out m the agent’s letter dated 14th December 19% 

Prqasal- Delete condition 3 of Flam@ Pcamkion ref. FM7’9EK’/ROC to allow 
rcmovalofbarriarfkommhPlalaccessrc& 

A motion for the apphcat~ou to be refused was lost on a show of ix&s and it was 

(a) That this appllcatlon be approved sub@ to the condtions set out in the 
schedule. 

(b) That Sot&d-on-Sea Borough Gnmcxl be mformed of the above decx.slon m 
response to &e consult&on on their apphcatmn No. SOS/98/0735 

Resolved 

That the apphtion be appmved sub@ to the con&hous set out m the schedule. 

l 

l 



F%ua4-cMmo6198moc-BadhtgLaudfiUSite,ChumhRmd+BarBngMagna 

propcsal-Variation of Combtion3 of phamiug pemkion RIXX&%90 (for the 
openingofhmd6nsitecmSamrdayaBernoomipostfmbBchoBdays) 

Jn consrdetmg the applmatmn, Members recogmsed that the Satmday ~&noon 
Extensrons for the precedmg year had not caused undue harm and therefore it was 

‘I’M Essex County Councd bz mfomvxl that this Authouty raises no objectton but 
would suongly urge that any planmug permtssron granted is for an addmortal year only 
to enable the County Cotmcrl, Parish Commrl and local resrdents to monttos and vrew 
the snnatron m the ltght of further expsrrence. 

A Motion for the closmg hour of the take-away to be a nmform 10 3Opm was lost on a 
show0fhandsaud1twas 

Resolved 

That the application be approved subject to the condrtmns set can m the s&&de. 

NOTE Pursuant to Standing Order 244) CotmcrBors D.F Flack, G. Fox, S.R. -Tellis 
and Mrs M.J. Webster wmhed tt recorded that they cast theta votes against acceptance 
of the resolutmn above. 

In agreemg with the Officers mcommendatton Members were pleased to see that an 
acceptable reasonable compmnuse had been whed. 

That the Corporate (Law, Flmmmg 8r Admimstmhon) be instructed to negotmte a 
Sectron 106 Agreement m relatron to the above covermg the making up of Prmcess 
Roadforarmrurraunof6me~fromthecamagewayedgeofBullLane. Thatsubject 
to that Agreement being completed to the sat&a&on of the Duector the apphcahon be 
approved subject to the condtttons as s-et out m the schedule. 

In consrdetmg this appbcatmn and notmg the Gfficers recommendauon for refusal, 
Members considered nevertheless that the appbcants had made out a case on the basis of 
need for the proposal and thus accepted that very excepttonal circnmstances extsted for 
the Nursing Home Accordingly It was agreed that the apphcation be delegated to the 
Corporate Dire&r (Law, F’kmnmg and Admmkuauon) to approve snbject to 
appmpnate condruons and also Informauves rekumg to Wheel. Ckansmg, and a 
standard mformadve relatmg to Norse and Hours of Work Nmsance. . , ’ 
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That the apphcatim be delegated to the corporate Duecmr (Law, plq & 
Admmiion) to approve subject to appmpnate conditions and also Ioformanves 
rdatmg to Wheel Clezmsmg and a star&d mformative r&hug to Noise and Ha of 
Work Nuisamx. 

NOTE Pursuant to Standing Order 24(4) Councillor C.I Black wished ti recorded that 
he cast ins vote agamst the resdutmn above. 

Pam.8-FE622E%&OC-RochfixdE%vlsCh&Stau&&eRoad,RocMord 

FVopaal-l!mztiwofnewclubhwae(~existing) 

Resolved 

That the applicatton be qproved snb~ectto the comhhon heads set out m the schednle. 

Pam.9-OUX66%/ROC-Te@honeExhqe,GnxtJ&tem~Rc& 
Hockley 

In notmg the ddads of the plannmg apphcation Members concmred wtth the Officers 
recommendationand 1t was 

That the appbcahon be appruvti srdqect to the cond&ons set out in the schedule and 
subject to two i&mmhvez covermg the w Plamiing Authority’s c~lcan to ensure 
thethescaleaodhe~tofthebousesrespectthepattanofdevelopmentm~hearead 
advising the appbcant to be cauhou.3 as it is nnderstocd that there are rmmerotu 
underground insphon pits on the srte. 

FtDposd-chaugenseoflamdfrumlnIil~yardtotic&mtial~ hctgfaage 
acces&vmSweyr~Avenne(demolishex&ingkuUingstore) 

Resolved 

That the apphcatron be sppmved subject to the condihons set oat m the schedule 
lldndmg those set out below.- 

4 Standard Condition 18 - Pemntted Development - Restncted Outbuildings 

5. Notwithstanding the prowions of Am& 3, Schedule 2 of the Town and Country 
Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 1995, the garage hereby permmed 
shall be usal solely for the parkmg of vebic1e.s and other anc&ay domestIc purposes, 
but not for any mdustmd, commerc ml or business me. 

e 

The Meetmg closed at 10 3Q.m. 

l 
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SCHEDULE OF PLANNJNG APPLICATIONS TO BE CONSIDERED BY 

PLANNING SERVICES CO- 17TH DECEMBER 1998 , 

The enclosed reports have been approv 

All planning applraf~om an considered agamst the backgro 
legdat~on, rules, orders and cmxlars, and eny deveiopment, structure and local plans issued 
tixmlldw. In addition, awnunt is taken of any guidance notq advice and relevant policies issued by 
staluiory autholit1es. 

Each planning applicauon mcluded m ttus Schedule and any attached list of applications T&&I have 
been determined u$er powers delegated to the Corporate Director (Law, Planning and Admimstratlon) 
1s filed with all papers mc4udmg representations received and wnsultatlon repks as a smgle case fiIe 

Ali buU.ng regulation applications are wnsldered agamst the backgroucd of the relevant buildmg 
regulations and approved documents, the Bmldiog Act, 1984, together WI&. all relevant Bntish 
standards. 

The above documents can be made avadable for iospecuon as Conmuttee background papers at the 
offke of Planmng &Mm, Acacia House, East Street, Rochfocd 
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PLANNINGSERWcEsCO~ 17 DECEMBER 1998 

DEFERREDITEMS 

Dl FlC473/98iROC JOANNE CLARK PAGE 1 
ERECT 5-BED DETACHED HOUSE WITH PART INTEGRAL DOUBLE 
GARAGE (DEMOLISH EXISTING DWELLING) 
104 DAWS HEATH ROAD RAYLEIGH 

D2 F/O48&9S/ROC . JOHN WOGD PAGE 3 
DELETE CONDITION 3 OF PLANNING PERMISSION REF. 
F(0079/97~OC To ALLGW REMOVAL OF BARRJER FROM 
INTERNAL ACCESS ROAD 
ADJ WARNERS BRIDGE (EASTERN SIDE OF AIRPORT) 
SOUTHEND ROAD ROCHFORD 

l 
R.3 OL’O381/98/ROC MARIYNWILLIAMS PAGE 6 

OUTLINE AFPLICATION ‘HI ERECT A BUNGALOW AND GARAGE. 
PROVISION OF GARAGE TO 7 MARSHALLS CLOSE. 
LAND BETWEEN 6 & 7 MARSHALLS CLOSE RAYLEIGH 

4. cmm7~/98iRGC JOHN WOOD PAGE 8 
VARIATION OF CONDITION 3 OF PLANNING PERMISSION 
ROC/&K’O (FOR THE OPENING OF LANDFILL SITE ON 
SATURDAY AFTERNOONS POST PUBLIC HOLIDAYS) 
BARLING LANDFILL SITE CHURCH ROAD BARLING MAGNA 

5 CU/O593/98/ROC JOHN WHITTAM PAGE 10 
CHANGE USE OF CLASS Al (SHOP) M CLASS A3 (HOT FOOD 

l TAKEAWm 
2 BERRYS ARCADE HIGH STREET RAYLEIGH 

6 F/o49Sf981ROC JOHN WHTITAM PAGE 15 ’ 
ERECT 4 DETACHED 3-BED BUNGALOWS WITH DETACHED 
GARAGES AND ACCESS ROAD (DEMOLISH EXISl-ING 
BUNGALOW) mm APPLICATION FOLLOWING 
F/O248/97lRcq 
TARRAMURRA PRINCESS ROAD RAYLIHGH 
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1 F/O671/98/ROC JOHN WOOD PAGE 19 
ERECT 30-BED NURSING HOME WITH ANCILLARY STAFF 
ACCOMMODATION ENLARGE EXISTING ACCESS AND LAYOUT lPARKING AND TURNING AREA 
ADJ PARK SCHOOL RK%%ETH LANE RAYLEIGH 

8. F/@522/98/Roc ADAMwm PAGE 23 
ERECTION OF NFSV CLUBHOUSE (DEMOLISH EXISTING) 
ROCHFORD BOWLS CLUB STAhfBRIDGE ROAD ROCHFORD 

9. OIJO566/98/ROC JOHN WHITTAM PAGE 26 
OUTLINE APPLICATION ‘10 ERECT 3 X 4-BED DETACHED 
HOUSES AND PARKING INCLUDING DETACHED GARAGING 
(DEMOLISH EXKllNG BUILDING) 
TELEPHONE EXCHANGE Cil- EASTERN ROAD/ GLADSTONB ROAD 
HOCKLEY 

Qd l 
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PLANNING SERVICFS COMMrITEE 

17’lB DECEMBER 1998 

SCEEDULZ OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS.WITH DJRECMR’S 
RECOMMENDATIONS. FOR DETERMLN ATION AT THIS COMItUTmX 

Dl 

Deferred Rmort 

1.1 This tiem was deferred at the last meeting for negotiation with the apphcant wncemmg the scale 
and mass ofthe builolog. Members wll1 recall a verbal update regardmg Rayleigh Town CmmxI’s 
vmvs on revised plans, that they saw no major tierewe. m the plans, whilst the proposal was in 
keqmg with one dJaC& property rt was out of keeping With another. Ako that side facing 
widows (westwards) should be either redesigned or glazed in obsaue glass. 

12 Membersbsdexpressedconcem,inpaaicuIarinrelationtotheimpactofthepmposedroofscape 
of the dwell& A revised plan has been received whtch reduces the pitch of the roof and thereby 
thendgehei~byO&naqmredtotheorigi&plan. Theappliihasalsownfimxdtbathel istodedicatepartofme~~ofthesitetoprovideafull~publicfootwllytolinkinwlth 
that on either side 

px73#8lROC Zonmg: Res&xtial 
RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AR&4 

104 DAWS HEATH ROAD RAYJXGH 

ERECT 5-BED DETACHED HOUSE WITH PART INTEGRAL DOUBLE GARAGE 
(DEMOLISH FXISTING DWELLING) 

14 Rqleigb Town Council express concern over the scale of the propxal and mnslder fi to be an 
overdevelopment, w&h would dominate the ad~acaklproperty They are also uxcem& that side 
wmdows overlook the neighbour and wnsti !zhey should be redesigned or obscure glazed. 

15 The proposal is to build a suhstmtlal5-bed detached dwellmg with part integral double garage. A 

l smsll cottage winch was formerly situated at the front of the Site has recently been demoliihed 

1.6 Thepmposeddwellingisofasrmilardeslgntothosetothemrth,blrtrslarger.Theplartshave 
been revised shghtly in order to tiw the nnpact on neighbommg pmperties. Although a 
greater reduction m scale would have been preferred, there 19 no mntllct with the ‘standards’ set 
downinAppendixloftheLocalPlanmc~dmglmetreseparation(therels2~onthe 
southern side, adjacent no.102) and the 45 degree principle which, stnctly, speakmg was devised 
to be applied to exteos10~8 rather than new dwellings. 

17 The dtxlgn of the dwellmg does not follow the prmcqles of the Essex Design Guide but m this 
location adjacent to dwellings of a very similar design is considered to be acceptable 

18 The County Surveyor has no objections subject to several mmbtions. 

1.9 The Head of Housing, Health and (hmmmity Care has no adverse commenta subjectto S116 
(Control of N uisanm) b&g attached to my pemnsslon. 

l J.8 

PAGE 1 - i. t 
9 

1477 



l 
1.1oTheEntinmf!ntAgfsJcyhasnocomro&s 

111 An#iauF%ter&viceshasnoobjtxttons 

1.12 The Ocarpatzts of neighbouring popatie~ (102 and 106 Daws H&h F&xl) haye ,q&r&ed 
objeaons Theu concern5 relate in the mam to the following matters, the substatmal s&e of the 
dwellmg, slgmficantly larger than adjacent dwc~s; the hqht of the dwelling, ti may be ba& 
on land which is h@er than ne&hhuiing land; dominating impact on ~~~ghbom%q properties, 
loss of ligh.t, impact on outlook; large parking/t~~rnmg area to front, forward of buildmg line at 
fmrItalldrear. 

APPROVE, 

01 TIME LIMITS FULLSID SC4 

02 MATERIALS TO BE USED SC14 

03 PD RESTRICTED - GARAGE DOOR SC82 

04 NON STANDARD CXJNDITION 
The garage hereby approved shall be reialmi ad lmbhmed in the appmved form and osed 
solely for the parlang of vehicles and for m other pmpo+e which would inqxde vehicle parkmg. l 
05 PEDE%RlAN VISIEZLJTY SPLAYS SC66 (Mm x 1.5m) 

Of3 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
Pmr to occupation of the dwelling hereby permimd a Zm wide parallel bami v&b@. splay, as 
masured from the mrnageway edge, shaIl be provtded acmss the sti fmntage wtth IX) 
obstructlou over lm above the adjzent carriageway level withm the area of ti splay. 

07 DRIVEWAYS - SURFACE FINISH SC74 (drove and harMam&) 

08 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
Prior to occupatton of the dwelling hereby pcrmittefI, the foctway across the adire site frontage 
shallbeincreasedmanctthto18metresasshownontheappmvedplandatestanrpedlst 
November 1998 (revised), precise details havmg first been submiti to and agreed in wntmg by 
the J.naI Planning AU&XI@ The fo&vay shall be offered to the Highway Authority for adoption 
and dedicated as highway. 

09 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
Thednveshallbeaminumrm wi~of5metresonthehighwayboundary,andsplayedtoa lsuItabledroppedkerbcrossingmedetailsofwhlchshallfusthavebeen~~toand~eedin 
wrtt@ by the Local Plamuq Authority. 

10 PD RESTRICIXD-EXTENSIONS SC17 

11 PD RESTRItXEID-WINDOWS SC22 

12 PD RESTRICI’ED-GBS GLAZJNG SC23 

13 ENCLOSURE/SCREENING-DETAILS SC51 

14 SJAB LEVELS SPECIFIED SC84 





D2 
F/0488/98/ROC PARISH OF ROCHFORD 

e 
ADJ WARNERS BRIDGE (EASTERN SIDE OF LONDON SOUTHEND AIPJ’O&T) 

SOUTHEND ROAD ROCHFORD 

DELEXE CONDITION 3 OF PLANNING PERMISSION REF F/OO79/977/Roc TO ALLOW 
REMOVAL OF BARRIER FROM INTERNAL ACCTSS ROAD 

Apphwnt. London Soothe& Airport Co. Ltd. 

Zmng. Civil Airfield 

Deferred Re~a, 

2.1 This q&cation was deferred on 1 October to enable Members’ concerns about a possible 
unacceptable traffic impact on the Harp House roundabout to be discos& with the apphcant and 
theCo~Surveyor AnsingfromthlsthelattercamedoutasurveyofthetlaffcDslngthe 
exlstmg aiIp0l.t Bccesses off Etastwe Crescent to mvestigate Members conwrns 

22 Tbesweywastoassesswhether~capacityoftheHarpHouseroundaboutwouldbeexceeded 
lfthevehlullartrafficalrrentlyusiqthetwoexistmgaccesses 0ffEas~crescentwasto 
accesstheAirportviatheHarpHousemm&mutentrance Thesm-veyhasbeencarriedoutand 
attach4 to this report is a copy of a letter dated 23 November fmm the County Surveyor setting 
outthemts 1l~beseenmatthecapadtyoftheHarpH~ro~~wouldbeadequate 
to cater for the additional traffic arismg tim remwal of the bamer takmg even the worst case 
scamano, that all the traflic would be averted to the Harp House mm&bout Thia.has been 
analysed against the origii traffic shbzly, desqn year and pmJectlom. In the event that the 
existkgaccmesareclased,wh&isuotthe applicants intention, it 1s advised that the ccrpacify of 
the mtemal airpoa roundati should b-e tested, although problems even then are mt expeaed 

2.3 Alsoappendedisaleaerfromthe~h~‘sagcnt~nOctober~,in~tothe 
trafh capacity issue, alsO addmses the queshons of imposing a cond~tmn reqmrmg the ex&ng 
~toremainopenandthelackofneedforthebarriersforrurpoasecuritypurposes.The 
Head of Legal Services concurs with the view that it would be inappropmue to impose a cocd~tmn 
requiring the retenbon of the existing accesses under the pmvlsmm of Cncular lU95 m the 
absence of reasons for doing so 

2.4 The origmaI report upd&~I &s appropriate is set out below for Members’ informahon. 

0 Planning A&c?hon Details 

2 5 This apphcation is remove the condition nqoiring the pmvlsion of an automatic vehicle barrier 
across the intemal access mad leading westwards towards the existing termmal - from the new 
internal rolIDdabout m the airport adjacent to the south west corner of the retad park. 

Relevant Plarmmg History 

2.6 Ouflme planning pemnsslon was granted in May 1995 for a non-food retad warehouse and garden 
centre m the south east comer of the Anport adjam to Warner’s Bridge (0LfW233/%2~‘ROC!) 
The subsequem detaded applicahon, which divided the bnildmg mto six units and ormtted the 
garden cemre, included an internal IOUlYlabOUt a short distance into the s&e fmm the Harp House 
mumiabout which had three additional arms leading to the retail park car park, the flying clubs on 
the eastern bomdaiy of the airport and westwards to the existmg termmai area 
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2.7 Conditions were imposed ou the permisston for this arrangm u&er appll&km No. 
F/OO79/97/RGC m the pmwion of vehicle barrxrs acmss two of t&e mads leading from 
thelntertlal-, 1.e ~~l~wvesttotheexlstingtermmalandnorthtotheflying 0
club The fortncr was to b-e an automatic barrier operated by card or renxxely and the latter was 
to be a manual barner operated by the v&cle driver. 

2 8 The reasons given for rqwing the batners were as follows.- 

2.9 The anbnatk barrier - To prevent tr&ic lo andjkn k’te airport usmg the proposed i-m&q 
and entranc.e/art onto the Harp Home roundabati tide may be maalable for srufr kvels of 
trqzc. 

2 10 The manual barrier - lb prevent indlrrrimutme access to Airport arm in the uttemtr of 
secunty 

Com~ltations and Reuraentanons 

2 11 R&ford Parish Coundl - GbJechon% the co&tion apply@ ta F/W79&7/ROC ~88 applied for 
a spec&c reason and accepted by the applicants; it is mnsidered that the necessity for the 
con&tionstillapphesaod aisstmnglyfeltthatitahouM~otbe.Becauseitmay~be 
uxmvement to the applicants is no reason to delete the wtion 

l2.12 Countg Highways - No objection. 

2.13 Southend Borough Council - A separate application has ken made to the EIonqh on which 
thisCoonc~hasbeenconsultedandrecomm .edatxm B below covers this matter, southem 
advise that theii Commit& raised no objedion to the -on of this applicanon. I 

Mated Plannuuz Cons&rations 

2 14 As Members will be aware, an application has sukqumtiy been subnutted for a replacement au 
termmal, tallway station and visitor m&-e since the relevant condruon was impmed, and was 
appmwd subjezt to noroerous condihons aml a legal agreement, wWh has yet to be s~goed. These 
proposals wdl supersede the provision of the bamers as both locations are affected, although IX) 
doubt the Airport would wish to retain the mammal bamer until the new temunal is built. Clearly 
the Anport do not consider the automatic barrier neceszq for scz&y reasons and they did not 
apply for tt as part of the initial qplication. 

2.15 As a result of amatderation of tb.e traffic study supplied wtth the new sirport proposals it wxs 
established that the Harp House i-omdbmt had snflicient capacity to cater for sfxess to the 
termirialbuilding~sreasoftheAirportwestofthetutemalmu&&ut and the Cmmy 
Surveyor has w objection to the current applicskr~ 0 

2.16 One of the condiions that it is proposed to qose on the approval for the new temnnal would 
pmhiblt the closure of the existing accesses off E%.stw&bq Crescent to avoid all trafik being 
thmwu onto the Hap House mu&bout, although clearly both n&xnal and external traffic 
pattermtichangeoncethenewtemmaIisop 
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Recommendatmn 

2 17 The Corporate. Director (Law, Piamkg and Admmihaon) reammends.-

A That this appkamn be appmwd WbJa to the folding CW~~~~OU(S):-

01 TIME LlMlTs PULL SC4 

B. That Southend Bomugh Council be informed of the above dexsion m response to the 
consuItat~on on then applxation no. SOS/98/0735. 
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Your ref TOPS/DCiKDCUSMwROCY488/98 JdRlSanderscurref Urd Now&m 1998 Head d Transportation and 
KDLawson cq?erahonals-

g!felO ______.---A43wB--aCeatCkQhl%O1245 

rhsu John 

REtiOVAL OF B-R FROM INTEXNAL ACCESS ROAD, LONDON SOUTHEND 
AIRPORT 

l I refer to your letter dated 16th October 1998 and our subseqent telephone wnvzrsah~ 

ImderstmdthatthebamerisfreqnentlyMndahsed andmopemt.lve Tixtbzngthecase,IwhldexpeG 
that any deae lines would have been well estabhhed by now, and any diversions has pmbabIy &e&y 
takeuplace AasmnhgthathasnothappenedaM1 rsmninglhtthebanierisiuplace, Ihavehadto 
make. some basicjud~mts as to possible dwersmn ‘IIns would be based on direction oftravel and 
tmesaved 

Asthereisnomdiczihondatthetwoedmg ascesseshaveqacltypmblems,andtheintemslronte 
fromwresttoeastisifan~lessdirect,ceaamlyfor~~nsmgtbewestemofthetwo~s. IS 
would not be ~leto~ethatonlyapercent;tgeof~c~~fromtheeastw~d 
dmztmtothentemathemmdabat. 

However,inordertobembastIwill~ethatalltratticapproachmg~east~duseEtaa~~l Rormdabord Inthemormngpeak~aeastaly~on37use~eem~and52vehiclesuse 
the westem access. Th meam a total of 89 vehxles would use the anpott access 

As these vehicles would already be usmg the Hart House mm&k&, the. loadmg would come c&o the 
smallmtemalmuadalpcrat. JhnngtheAMpeakm2009thesmallm~dabo&thasanappmachflowof 
160vehicles Add to this the eastern diver&l vehcks, we get an mcrease of55 5% to 249 vehicks. The 
originalstadymdnottestthecapacityof~arminmeAMpeak,astheflowsare~duringthe 
evemngpkandtherefomthatwastestedasaworstcase ‘IhatgaveanRFC@aiioof~owtc 
Capacity)ofO16mthed~~year,wrth261vehicles Capaatyis100andanauxptablelevelwonld 
be085 Thls~~thattheAMflowwrthdiversloncoaldbe acmmm&edwahea.se 

MrJWoQd 
RDchfordDistIictcMmcil 
coullcil offices 



-2-


Ifwedothesame exemsewiththePMpeaktherewouldbeadivetionof 4Ovehicles. tiaddedtu 
the 261 gves 301 vehick Inview oftbeverylow RFC during the PM peakdxss e&tmml vehicles 
wuoldmakelittledBemmtotheRFC. 

Ifbotb accesseswere closed on Ji!stwoodbury Crescent, this would add 15% to the 2009 traftic flows 
appmachiagHarthou.se~~vlaEastwoodlnuyC~ W~a2009RFCofO6Oti 
aSkmaltmfEcwouldnotaddauysig&icmtloi-&gto~m 

JntkPMpe&42%wouldbeaddtxItothe EastwoodbruyCm~apyroach Wxtba2009RFCofO67 
tiwonldbemslgrdficant 

Cl0SlDgb2th- wouldaddlO%totbePMmdAMpeakscmHmthomxFLmuk&m Thswould 
kdlsts~mkvariousappmschesdwrdla lzammumRFc077in2009onoIlealm,witht$e 
remmmg -s bag well beUow this, I would mmider that the clam would have l&k efkt on the 
opemtm of the rvu&Ixm Thu would also be my mew for the 12-hour -0. 

Transportation and Development Con?ml Manager 

l 
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i7 October 1998 

ow RE+ Cu4389/mr 

Your Ref. .- I*. 
. -

, :. 
SC _. 

John WoDd 
Plannmg Swv1ce5 

Dear Mr Wood 

-a 
APPLKATION REF: F/0488/9&‘ROC 
REMOVAL OF CONDITION RE BARRIER ON INTERNAL ACCESS ROAD, LONDON SOUTHEND 

AIRPORT 

Further to your letter of 16 October 1998, I am wntmg m response to the comments you raised regardmg 

the above proposal whrch was deferred from the previous plannmgcwnmltke and IS to be reconsidered 
on 29th October 1998. 

I understand that your members are prnnanly concerned that there may be unacceptable traffic impact 
on the Harp How roundabout if the barriers are removed. The County Surveyor has alreacty confirmed 

he has no objtim to the applrc&on and that Harp House roundabout has suffiuent caqc~ty. Bettndge 

Turner and Partners, the &rpctts Hlghwap Consultants, who undertodc the Traffic Impact Study for the 
integrated termmal/ railway station have also confimled that the addtiional traffic, from the exrsting 
termmal bulldmg and that assoaated wth the future use can be accommodated by the on-site 
roundabout and the Harp House roundabout 

Further assessments of traffic capaaty by Bettndge Turner and Pmers are summarised in Annexe I to 

this letter. This further confirms that there is more than enough spare capmty to accommodate what is 
a imall amount of additional traffic from the existmg arrport terminal. 

You also ta& the point in your letter that you are constdermg applying a condition to the application 

requiring the exlstmg accesses from Eastwoodbury Crescent to remam open at all times. We see no need 

for such a conditrcq given our comments on traffic capacity above, and no doubt thus will be confirmed 
by the County Surveys. While a consent wrth such a Ccmdlhan may be preferable to refusl, there must 

be doubt that such a conditmn would meet the tests of Circular 1 l/95 by being necessary for the 

development to proceed. 



cc 

with regard to your Members’ concerns over the security of the airport when the barrier IS removed, the 

aqxxt management has Informed us that they did not want the barrier mstalled in the first place, but 
reluctantly a-ted tt as a cond~tmn of the approval for the access road onto the retaJ site roundabout. 

The arrport has confirmed that the barrier, even when closed, is currently not a deterrent to potenbal 
vandahsm as pedestrians can easily bypass it Should an mdkdual with evil Intent seek vehicular m 
to the &port he can do so by tislng one of the c&r entrances The alrpott therefore have m reason 

for the barner to remam. 

tf you wish to dlruss any of these&n% further, please do not hesltate to contact either myself or Ma 

Rev!ll, a 

Yo& sincerely 

Andrew Walters 

Roger Campbell 
Paul Turner 



i 

l 

Annexe 1 

Assesnent of Traffic capacity by Bettridge Turner and Partners 

In terms of traffic flow5 and capacity of the roundabouts, the predicted flow from the exlstmg terminal 
buildmg is less than 15% of the total predicted flows from the retail park and A~rpott redevelopment 
In ad&on, the results of mcdellmg the on-site rouqdabout for the above traffic do not result m queues 

of mwe than 1 vehide, with a ratlo of flow to capacity (RFCI of more than 0.2, which is considered 
mslgnlifrcant Slmdarly the &port access arm on to the Harp House Roundabout has an RFC of 0.0 at 
present and a maximum of 0.4 In ‘2009, wkh Includes general traffic growth on the surroundmg 
highway network. 
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a $im Weekly Lut No 448) 
-

Referred by Counctior Mr M C Bruwn 

Apphcam Mr R A Byford 

OL/0381/98/Roc ZAmlng:REdemal 
RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREA 

LAND BElWEEN 6 & 7 MARsHALLS CLOSE RAYLEIGH 

OUTLJNE APPLICATION To ERECT A BUNGALOW AND GARAGE PROVISION OF 
GARAGE TO I MARSIL4LLS CLOSE. 

3 1 Rayleigb Town COI&I were concerned that the lm side separation policy would not be 
conformed to by thu propcad. 

NOTES. 

3.2 ~isanoutlmeapp~~ontoerectadetachedbunffalowonasquareplotoflandartheendof 
the close &utting the side boundary of No 7. The new plot appears to have originally been the 
rear gardem of two dwellings in Grove Road Slung and meam of Access are sought to be 
approved also at thu stage but ti sil other matters reserved 

3.3 The plot to be created would ammnmlate a detached three bedmom& buugalowofaserm 
hexagonal or partztlly flattened out ‘U’ shape wltb a traditional pitched roof, Its recessed 
elevation would face the street and it would back onto rear gardens of dwellings in Grove Road 
ad Avondale Road At its closest a back to back distance of 23m would result which, with 
boundary plautmg, would create an acceptable relatlonshrp. Up to 37m would be achieved 
elsewhere. The pnvate garden area would be m excess of 25Osqu 

3.4 The dwelling would be substantially isolated from adjacent dwellings atid a mimmml lsolatlon of 
lm from the nortbz~~~ bou&ry would be provided 

3.5 A minimum of two on site park@ spaces can be provided. V&cular accas to the new plot 
would be off the corner of the close via a short pnvate dnve providing access to both the donor 
property’s prom new garage and to the IKw dwelling’s front garden. An accqtable st&ard 
of development ~IU be aciueved in line with the normal standards for new residenual plots. 

I) 3 6 The County Surveyor has no objections subject to conditions delimating tie public footpath 
from the pnvate drive where they wdl partly abut each other ~xI that driveway should be 
fimshed m permsneru materials before use of the dwellmg commences. 

3 7 Anglh Water have no objection to ti proposal. 

3.8 The Envlmmnent Agency have M obJection to the proposal 

3.9 The Head of Housing, Health and Commmdty Care has no adverse Commems subJ& to 
mclwlon of the no nmsance informanve S116 
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3.10 Four sepamte Mters of objection sod one p&on of 18 signatories (8 cx-signatone& sepamte) 
have been recwfed in response to nohfkation letters The letters raise obje&m3 on the gro&s 
of lass of privacy to an adjommg garden, on str& parking problems made worsz and possibly 
hiiermg emergency velxcles, danger to users of the footpath from cars cmssmg into the new 
garden, obsbmtmn to an ad~oimng dnveway, the dwellmg 1s out of cbarsaer, overdevelopment, 
trees and shrubs to be lost, traffic capacity of the close Is reached, loss of smemty, proposal will 
overload the sewerage system? “MlBe ami llgllt pO~UtId(IlOt specified) will occur, and proposal 
will create a precedent. 

APPROVB 

01 SC? RJZSERVED MATTEXS-SPECIFIC (Design, Landscaping, External Apptxm@ 

02 SC3 TlME LIMlTs 0uTLmsTD 

03 SC14 MATERIALS ‘IO BE USED 

Ck4 SC49 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE-OUTLINE 

05 SC57 TREE PLANTING-DETAILS 

C&5SC58 L,ANDSCAPE DESIGN-DETAILS 

07 SC69 VEHDXLAR ACCESS-DETAILS 

08 SC77 CAR PARKING PROVISION 

09 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
Before the dwelling 1s first occupxd the driveway shall be surface tn permaneut materials and 
delmeat& snd m a manner to be agreed m wntmg with the Local Plaonmg Anthonty, to 
segregate the footpath nmmng paraUe1 to the drive. Part of that demarcation scheme shall be the 
inclusion of a low barrier bnck wall at a height snd length along that common hundzy with the 
public footpath to be agreed a~ part of the details refared to above. 
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cM/Mo6/98lROC PARISH OF BARLJNG MAGNA l 4 
BARLING LANDFILL SITE, CHURCH ROAD. BARLING MAGNA 

VARIATION OF CONDITION 3 OF PLANNING PERMISSION ROC/63-4/90 (FOR THE 
OPENING OF LANDFILL Sm ON SATURDAY AFTERNOONS POST PUEUC 
HOLIDAYS) 

Apphcam Cory Envlromnental Ltd. Aggregates 

Zoning. Melropolitan Green Belt 

~%UUI~Q A&&ion IWalls 

N B % is a County Matter application on which this Authonty 1s a consultee, the deculon 
b=emg made by Essex Cmmty Council as Mineral Planmng Authority. 

4.1 This apphcatmn seeks to vary Condition 3 of Planning Permission ROC/634/90 for mineral 
extraction with waste landfill at Barling Marsh which states:- 

l ‘The cperahm authorwed, rqdred or assodated (including lorry mo~memr) with the 
development hereby pcmittezi shall only be mmed out between the followtng times, 

om-1mohomh4on+vtomday 
Omo-1230homsamiays 

and at M other time or on Stmahys and P&tic Holidays, unless other&e agreed in writing 
wuh the Mineral Planning Author@ @SPA)). ’ 

4.2 The v&ion propux! by the apphcation is as fb11ows:-

‘The aforementioned tunes shall be subject to the following eqmim. 

Rime arising wtder the Enwomunial Protection AU 1990 Sectwn 51 (I) (a) &kcted 
by E&x LXstrict cOancl~iSalrthend Cotmat may be deposited dwwg the folkwmg 
hl?tes. 

1230 - I630 hours (HI Saturdays @ter a P&c Holiday 

l subjeCrtonotmorethan8slrdr~~~Lfurogayem’ 

Relevant PIam&+! History 

4 3 A slrmlar application (CM/C641/!?7/Roc) covermg one day in 1997 and seven days ln 1998 WBS 
submmd at the end of last year and approved by the cOtm?y Gnmcil although objected to by thu 
Authority after co&demon by Planning Services Commh@e on 18 December 1997 on the 
folloWr@ gromKis.- 

That Essex County coundl be advised that this Author@ objects to the qplimtion 
whzch emurages more ertenstve trf$ic movemem3 to the site particalarfy (IS the 
vehicles ah not use the okvgnotul tra@c route through the swrounakg mea to the haul 
roud’ 

4 4 A schedule giving the a&al nmnbex of movements recorded on the SaWday aftem durkg 
1948 authorised by the above permkon was sttached to a covering letter from the qphcants and 
isappendedforMemlxrs’information Itwdlbeseenfmmthesefiguresthatthetotalmmkerof 
movements on the full Satordays concerned 1s comiderably less than the total authorised for the 
mornmg only. 

‘h? 9.Q. t0 $ 
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Consultatigns and Re~resentatmns 

l45 

4.6 County Surveyor - comments awaited 

47 Head of Health, Housing and Cammmdtg Care - No objectmns in principle to the varrarlon as 
proposed m relahon to the hours of operations as de@ikd by Gory Environmxtal Ltd.‘8 letter 
dated22October1998.(ie.thetimesassea~inPara.4.1above) 

48 An itivldoal wti an interest m the Roach Valley ConservaUon Zone 1s happy to support the 
modification proposed, but as some Bank Holidays are group& suggests that perhaps the number 
of oczasiom should be reduced to say 6. It 18 also suggested that the impact of additional traflic on 
local rexdents ls wmldered . 

Material Planning Comldemons 

4.9 The or&ml apphttion to allow Saturday *con workurg post Baok Holidays for one year 
only was mttxdd as m expermmt to msas the effezs of such operations aml allow the sitnatlon 
to be monitored That sppli&on was mummeded by Ofikers for a conditional spprowd. No 
complatrds have km reukd either by the County Comx!.l or this Author@ in relation to the 
Saturday afterrem workmg that has taken place &as year. One complamt was received by the 
Gnmty Comxl however when the site was opened on a Saturday and Smoky in June this year 
beawe the Pitsa Lwltill site was closed dne to tiway level crcesmg works. In view of the 
rapme to the previous apphcation as set out in paragraph 4.3 above however, it is assun& that 
Members would wish the sams views to be conveyed to the County Cuuncll on-this IXW 
apphcahon to put the post bank holiday Saturday afternoon workmg arrangements on a pennanart 
footmg. 

4.10 That the cormnittees earlier obJ&m as set out ln pamgraph 4.3 above be reiterated to the 
County Comul as this Antbority’s rqonse to the ap@at~on to allow pcxst bank holiday Satu&y 
afternoon workmg at the Barring landfill site on a permanent basis. 

l 

<. i493 
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SCHEDULE OF VEFWLE MOVEMENTS 

POST PUBLIC HOLIDAYS FOR 1998 

I I I 
5 September 84 38 122 

l Barling Landfill Site ROC/634/90 

Permitted vehicle movements Saturdays 0700 - 1230 hours 

90 in and 90 out = Total 180 movements 

. 

l 
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CU/O593/98/ROC RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL AREA 

2 BERRYS ARCADE HIGH STREET RAYLEIGH 

CHANGE USE OF CLASS Al (SHOP) To CLASS A3 (HtYT FOOD TAKEAWW 

Ap~ficaot MR R BERRY 

Z.mng primary Shoppmg Froutage Area 

Flauntus Annlication Details 

5 1 The applicams are seeknng to change the use of an Al retad single storey shop unit cufiently 
vacant to an A3 (food and drmk) use (hot food t&away) The proposed hot food takeaway is 
smated between a vm shop, and a shoe repsirers. Other shop mats wnhtn the arcade include 
a clothes shop, off licence, b&dresser, art shop and 2 more vm umts. One of the vacant units 
(number 4) has the benefit of an extant plantring permission for au A3 use It has a photographlc 
wnblow display ad is on the same side of the fucade sa the present application site 

l 
5 2 The current pmp0ss.l follows a previous applicatron for the change of use of this mm tog&er 

withumt1nextdoor~oanA3restaumm use vm application CU/O123i98/RGC The foregoing 
was delegated to the Director to grant planmug permission, subJ& to a legal agreement, on 9th 
July 1998. The agreement sought prmqally to revoke the existing A2 planniq perndssion (mf 
CU,Q599/95/ROC) m respect of runt 4, located at the south western end of the arcade A further 
plamxng comhtron was added by the Pknning Services Committee that no takeaway facdmes 
were to be offered on the srte. The Sectron 106 agmmnem has yet to be concluded. , 

5.3 Plamung penmsston was grant& for the arcade of shops withm which the prenuses are located 
via spplicatton T/RAY/ii/64 on 14 Jarmary 1964. A subsequent applicatmn for relevant shop 
fronts was granted vm applicahon T/RAY/%/67 on 12th May 1947. 

5.4 Applicatron CU/123/98/ROC referred to above. 

5 5 .4pplmion F/O554/98/ROC for new shop fronts to umts 1 to 12 aud security screens to each 
end of the arcade granted planuing permission on 11th November 1998. 

5.6 There have been no further spphcations on the application premises prror to the present one 
a 

Consultanom and Reuresentatrons 

5 7 RayleJgh Town Council express “strong concerm that m the l&t of the two previous 
appliesnons for Berry’s Arcade, thts apphcatton was seen as a “fly-m-the-onrtment” and would 
exacerbate a mo-parkiqq area at the entrance of the arcade even further. It would also adract 
unwanted litter iu an already nnsused area of the town Members vomed further concerns of the 
prohfetation of take aways m the town centre,” If planrung permission were to be granted the 
Town Comd would wish to see standard comiibons SC37 (hours of use - r&am&s), SC38 
(hcursopento customers) and SC39 (takeaways prohibited) qphed and also covered by a se&on 
106 legal agreement. It was r emnmerdd however, that the a@mtion should be refnsed. 

5 8 The Head of Health Honshrg and Commurdty Care has uo objfztiom in prmqle to the. 
proposed development subject to approprrate conditrons imludmg mechamcal extraction to the 
kitchen area, detads of rekgeration plant and hours of use. Also an mformative deahq with 
the control of nulswces was med. 
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5 10 The Essex Couuty Couucil (S@aBst Comervadon Adviser) acknowledges that the propossl 
would have uo effect on the character or appearmce of the Comervatlon Area iu itself and 
therefore IL% Ml -tomske. 

5.11AngIimWatfw hasrmobj~onsubjecttoappropriatesafeguards~afattrappnorto 
any hscharge to the public foul sewer and a sieve smen on sink outlets to prevent vegetable 
solids entermg the system. 

5 12 Raylegh Cwic Society me coucerned that the proposal if granted could lead to a request for late 
night openmg producing noise and disturbance durmg tmso&l hours b&b in Bellingham Lane and 
the High Street They also acknowledge that the previous apphcation was subject to a plant&8 
umhtion tbat excluded tskeaway food and go on to say, “opening hours were also restricted to 
09 00 to 22 00 hours which should rw if approval 1s given to thts spplicatton. It is trot clear 
what type of extractor fan equipment is to be prwtded and should be clantied before a decision 1s 
made.” F~lytheystatethatifthesamedensionistaLentoexclndetaLeawayfoodonthis 
applmtm as wth the pnwious appliCaaon, refaal smas the only option. 

Summarv of Material Planniun Consieratrons 

5,13 The mam planning considerattons material to tlus apphcsnon can be summarised as follows. 

Plamdug Policy 

Htghway and car psrkmg matters 

PnblicAmenhy 

Relevant Phmntng/Appeal Dectsions 

PLANNING POLICY 

5.14 The applicabm premises is situated within the Prtmary Shopping Ares of Rayleigh as designated 
m the Local Plan. Policy SAT 2 se& to prevertt an untkte dominance or over conxmmttou of 
usesotherthanAlretailuses,andstatesthatanynon-~usespermi~mustbeuses 
appropriaie. to a shopping area, rxxtnaUy only A2 (tinancial and professional services) aml A3 
uses. As a general gunk the Local Planning Authority will seek to retain at least 75% of the 
PnmaryShoppingFrontagemClassAlusesandtoensurethatnomorethan15metresofnon-
retailfrontagewi11occurasacontmuousrun 

5 15 The proposal is cmsidered to be acqtable wtthm the context of policy SAT 2 consistent with 
Govemnent PIannmg Policy Advice. If the pqosed use 1s unplemented together with exnuug 
non retsrl uses elsewhere wtthin the primary shopping fromage it would leave 75 5% of Primary 
ShoppingFnmtageinre$lluse 

5.16 If the prevmus spphcanon, (CU/O123198/ROC!) for whtch a decision notice has not been issued) is 
diammted there are red mts m both sides of the spphcation premixs whd has a frontage of 
5.5 metres. The proposal is therefore also wrthm the 15 metre guidelmes of conbnuous non-retail 
frontage EvenifthecombinedfrontageofUnitsland2ismuntedproducingarunof11.4 
metres this is also below the 15 metre guideline. 
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517Theproposalcarmotberegardedas~lempolicytemrs,especLally~eto~factthat 
apphcatlon CU/O123/98/ROC for an A3 use of units 1 and 2 was agreed in principle, However, n 
should be noted that a hot food takeaway does not reinforce any retail funhon after 5 prn a& 
tnstesd creates the potential for considerable noise, distorbance and problems of litter etc The use 
ofUntt2asanA3usewouldstillmeanthatunit1andalsounit8ofthearcadeare vacant. 

HIGHWAY AND CAR PARKING hfMTERS 

5 18 The Gmnty Surveyor raises no objection to the application which has a town centre locstxm and 
is therefore in proximity to public car parknig facllitxs A waiting restriction is rn operation on 
both siti of the High Street and Belhnghan~ Lane located to the rear of the arcade to disoxrage 
casual~riminate~lorlg. 

PIJELIC AMENITY 

5 19 The issue of hours of opening raised by the Rayleigh Town Council together with related matters 
hqhhghted by the Civic Society have been addressed and considered in the foregorug, and by 
p-m wtiaon~ set out below as requested by the Head of Housrng, Health and Communhy 

RELEXXNT PLANNING (APPEAL) DECISIONS 

5.20 Not-win the recent planrung history on this site attention 1s drawn to appeal decision in 
respst 32 Eastwwd Road (Case 1) and more recently 54 Hrgh Street Raylergh (Case 2). These 
declsmns are of particular relevance to the present application and as such are also an important 
lnaterlal planrnng conslderauon 

case1 

5.21 Thougi~ 32 Fastwood Road hes within the Secondary Shopping designation the principle 
estabhshed by this decision relates in particular to the reasonableness of miposmg a condition 
whtch sought to restrict an application for an A3 use by removing the right to sell hot takeaway 
focd. 

5.22 The or&al applicstion to change the use to resmmnt on groom3 flux, resrdential 
accommodation on first floor and a two stomy rear extension was granted via application 
ROCJ620B6 by the Couccii on 21 November 1986. A munber of cornhtrons were imposed 
ir&&ug condhion 3 which stated 

“The use hereby permitted shall not include any hot food takeaway service”. 
a 

5.23 Td specified reason for this condition was: 

“‘Ib avoid nor&e, smells and other diturbance/rmisance to residential propernes in the 
area alxl lninimk on-m parking close to these properties” 

5 24 Subsequent application ROC/631/88 pmposcd to use the ground floor of the pmnnses as a 
r-rant wthout wmplhm with condition 3 attach& to application ROCl62OB6 and was 
refused planning permrssion on 21st October 1988. A s&quent appeal to the Secretary of State 
for the Envnonrosnt was allowed on 4th May 1989. In allowing the appeaI the Inspector said at 
para 7 of his decision letter that 
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“Most of the several restaarams in Rayleigh, without llxiividual car parks, appear m 
cater for takeaway sales There is no evidence that they cause any greater degree of 
actlvirythanthatw~chcanbeexpectedinatown~,~neithermmyviewwould 
your client’s business I find support for this conclusion, at least as regards questiom of 
safety ad traffic flow, from the stated lack of ObJecQon from the highway authority. I 
find support as regards possible disturbance from the absence of any local objecaon, in 
the light of your admission that some degree of take _ away sales occur already, and 
from the stated lack of objecuon fmm the Council’s Environmental Health Off&r. 
Havingalsotakenallothermatters~lnto~~,Ihavefoundnonesldficientto 
change my conclusion that condition 3 1s mmecesury and therefore, in the 
cB here, an onreasotile restnction on your cbem’s tushxss” . 

Case2 

5.25 54 Hgh Street hke Berry’s Arcade lies within the Primary Shoppb designation for which 
pIanning application CU/Ch%3/!XiROC for the change of ose of the ground floor from Class Al 
use to Class A3 (hot food takeaway) was refused plmmmg perm&on on 4th‘ April 1996. It was 
r&used for policy, parking, highway safety arid its potential detnment ol public amemtm 
irPcl~wiseodoursandgeneraldisturbancegrounds.AsubsequentappealtotbeSec~of 
State for the Environment was a&wed on 11th September 1996. In alIowing the appeal the 
Inspectorsaldatparas7and8ofhisdecisionletterthat. 

“7 ~partoftheHighStreetallowstrafftctopro~inone~ono~, e 

namely from south to north There are double yellow lmes which indicate that pa&g 
IS pmtibited, and I note that there is a pelican croasmg near the site However, in 
addition to marby public car parks, there is layby parking vxmally opposite, whch is 
wwanently located for short term parking dorinp the day, when there 1s .a waitmg 
limit of 30 r&u&s. Hot food takeaways tend to attract much of their cllstom dormg the 
evenings, when many other shops are unlikely to be open, traffic IS reduced, and the 
dema&onparkinganxsareless TheCountyH@wayAuthorityhaveraiseino 
obJections, and in my opinion the prop@& would not result m on-street parking to au 
extent which would cause unacceptable hazards for h@way users. 

8.. , .hot focd takeaways cao cam+e more problems with noise and &torW than most 
class Al shops, amzl thu is an tmportant consideranon when there 1s residential 
accommodation close enough for residents to be aff&xl In the unrent case, there are 
vamn flats above the ground floor umf, and resident& -on above the amts 
on either side, further to the south, and elsewhere m the vicinity. Nevertheless, in a 
town centre it is to be expeaed that ambxut noise levels wfl be higher than outsxie 
such areas, aml I rmte that the counml’s Chief Envimmnental Health Officer does not 
objecttotheusein~centrallocatlon,subjecttocertainsafeguards ‘I&ecouldte 
the Subject of conditions, nbxt of which I consider would be rtxsonable sod nex%ary”. 

526In~~tiontotheabovecases~KebabHmar26HighSaeetnearbywasfUstgramedplanmng 
p-emu&on in 1984 and has been dqensmg takeawxy hot food for a considerable period. Its 
curremofTicialopemughoursare09C0to2330MondaytoSatordayarid17CXlto2230on 
sumlays 

Reconmxndatioq 

5 27 That the Corporate Dir (Law, Plxmmg and Adnumstration) recnmmexls that W 
qphcation should be appmvexi subbed to the following cmdltiom. 

01sc4TIMELIMlT5YExRS 

02 SC92 EXTRACT VENTILATION 

d 
v 
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03 NON STANDARD CONDITION 

Details of any externally located rek&eration plant or s&ar eqmpmxt sktl be submxtted to and 
agreed m writing arlth the Local Planning Authority prior to mstaLkon. Thereafter, any such 
plantkqulpment shall be retained and shall only be operated as approved in wntmg by the Local 
Planning Authority. 

04 SC37 HOURS OF USE - RESTAURANTS 
The use of the site hereby permitted, &all not take place, (whetber or not open to cusmmer~) and 
IKJ deliveries shall be taken at the sti, outside the hours of 09.00 am to 23 30 pm Monday to 
Saturday and 09 00 am to 22 30 pm Sundays and Bank Holidays. 
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F/~%/98/Roc RAYLEIGH ‘IOWN COUNCIL AlB4 

TARRAMlTRRA PRMXSS ROAD RAYLEIGH 

ERECT 4 DETACHED 3-BED BUNGALOWS WITH DETACHED GARAGES AND 
ACCESS ROAD (DEMOLISH EXISTING BUNGALOW) (REVISED APPLICATION 
FOLLOWING F/O248/!37~OCJ 

Ap@ant: K FENNELL 

zmling. Restdential 

Dens@. 15.5&&h. (6 3dpa.) 

6 1 Tins applicaaon follows two previous proposals. The first for three detached three bed bungalows 
onlandtotherearof’pgrramurra (ref F10209/%/ROC) was refused planning permission on 19th 
June 1596 and sutiently &missed on ti by the Secretary of State for the Emtlromnent on 

a 27thAngust 1996. - -

6.2 The second application F/O248i97iROC which sought to der&tsh the tzstlng dwelling and erect 
five three bed bungalows ad garaging utdkng the *le site was refused pemussion on 22nd 
Oc&er19!?7anddismlssedonsppealonllthMay1998. 

6 3 The present applition for four dwelungs pmposes 2 dwellmgs fronting Princess Road and two to 
the rear acmsed via a centrally located pnvate dnve ThesltefmntsPrmsessRoadwh~&is 
unmetalledandpmvidesaccesstoBullLane.PnncessRoadisalsoutiltsedbycoacheslocatedat 
a math depot oppasrte the apphcatlon srte. The pmposed dwellings back onto the rear g&ens of 
exuting dwellmgs facmg Alexamlra Road. The rear gardens of nqhLx~~ring properties fronting 
BUllLanedAl~ltCl~dSOdJUttheSite 

6.4 Followmg the first round of cnnsultation -uses mlnar changrz have been negotiated mto the 
scheme mcluding a reduction to the access sight splay to enable a greater length of hedgerow to 
be retained on the frontage, movement southwards of the dwellmg to plot 3 to @ve greater 
protection to the preserved Oak tree on the northern boundary together with some visual enclosure 
to the end of the acceGs drive and a consequent squarq up of the dwelling to plot 4. Also 
~tectural~lncludingfenestranonhasbeenrwisedtorefledtheaimsofthenewEssex 
Design Gude recently adopted by the council. 

Relevant Plannimz Histon 

6.5 The relevant planmng history has been covered above m the intrcdudion to the planmng 
apphcaimn details. 

Consultations and Reuresentano~~ 

Ftrst round 

6 6 Rayleigh Town Council comment that bdng in mmd the mmmmm requirement in relation to 
the size of Plot 1, It 1s felt that there should be screamg to prevent werlooking to neighbounng 
properties. Concerns were expressed over the srttng of a nun&r of Wflow trec3 and a request 
thatatreesurveytscarriedout. 
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6 7 The Cmmty Surveyor has cv cbjeSions subject to qxqriate an&ions being nnpa& on any 
decision M~.IW issued hxhkdmg 2m by 2Om visibility splays 8s measured fromthesltebourkq 
W&I Prhbms Road Also for works to be carried out cutside the site to Pnncess Road for which 
tbeapplicznthasindicaialmwnbngthatheiswilling ifnzssaiytoenterintoasection106 
Legal Agrexxut for the pmvtsmn of such works. 

6.8 The Emlromnent Agmq have no objectmn to the proposal. 

6 9 An&n Water have ILO objedlon subject to a corxlition that detads of foul and surface water 
drainage are submitted for the approval of the Local Planning Authority pnor to commencement. 

6 10 Three letters of representation were submitted by local resideti 2 exprtxsmg comxrn, 1 making 
general wmnents together wl!A an objectmn kom 1 c~rmnercial oaqier in P~UEZSS Road to the 
original application. Jssucs rais& are summa&d a.5 follows 

0 pctemial ll~ss of natural cove-r (&ees and hedging) qe&Uy d fencing is provided to 
hMlanes; 

ii) vm12J impacq overloolang arki loss of privacy, 

iii) higharay safety; l 
i-4 potential fcsll dramage problem+, 

V) one resident has no ob~edion subject to specific hyout detaib being carried out in 
accordance wnh the dmitted plans. 

6.11 The commercial occupier is also concerned about the maintenance of Prir~% Road ‘which he 
takesresponsibilityforamiwouldilkethistobesharedbyanynewoccupants.Heisalso 
concerned that future occqen of the dwellmgs may cotnplam -1~abouthiSbllSlness 
actlvlties ill the vicinity 

6.12 Two local restdents and 1 commemial occupier have submitt& letters of repxxntation. Their 
concerns and objectmns are summit& below: 

0 heavy construction traffic ~-III cause mxse nuismce and damage,to an already sub 
star&ml mad surface and suggests the developer make up the mad at hrs own em; 

ii) potential foul drainage pmblems; 

iii) addltiord developrnznt and people iu the area could exacerbate existrqg social 
problems; 

iv) highway safety and inapproprxate l-on of Bccess to site, 

v) loss of nahxral cover, visual impact, werlooldng, ICES of privacy and devduon of 
propeay 

6.13 ‘Ike conrmercial occupier repeats previous additional comments on the maintenance of pritlcers 
F&d aad potential rims-e wmplamts from rexdents to the busmess. 

6.14 The County Surveyor has no objection subject to qnwpriate cmxirtions bemg hnpused on any 
deckon notice issued He does not repeat hu s&t splay requirement. 

’ 
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6.16 The Head of Housing Halts and Commmity Care has no adverse mmment~ subjecl to 
Standard Informative SI 16 (Control of Nuisances) bemg anached to any penmssion granted 

a 
Material Plamuna Considerations 

6.17 The main planmng issues material to Members constdemtmn of this application are the e&t of 
the pmposal on. 

i)Thechamctersrdlappeamnceofthcarea, 

u) Its mpct on the lwing conrllaons of ne@xxuing residents. 

6 18 Whdst sympathetic to the views of residents Government legislation and advice (PPGl) suggests 
that applications for development should be allowed having regard to the development plan snd all 
material cmsldem~o~~.~, unless the pmposcd development would cause demonstrable hsrm to 
iuterests of acknowledged lmpoaance In particular section 54A of the Town and Counhy 
Planning Act 1990 rcquues the application to be determined m accordance wrth the development 
plan tmless matenal consuiemtions h&mate othmwise. The District Plan am.i Policies form an 
integral part of the development plan snd in particular policy H19 supports tbc. prmctple of the 
development of small sites m detlned residential arcas and Policy H20 sets out the specific crtteria 
for consideration of applications for backlard sites. 

6.19 The site is slkxated for residential purposes aml the key issues identrfled above in consrdermg this 
application 1s whether or not the proposal is acceptable in residential amenity, layout and highway 
tenm within the context of Policy I-I20 and the recent planning htstory includmg in particular the 
recent appeal decision 

6.20 Pobcy H20 establishes four specific critena. Critenon (I) qxrfies the need for sn ad&ate ami 
satlsfmory meam of s.cxxs The application site s0xs.s is to be vta an inclepemlent private dnve 
and is considered acceptable within the terms of the pohcy to serve 4 dwellings (although only 
twc are sIted to the rear all garagmg and parkmg 1s accessed via the private drrve). Also the 
county Surveyor does not ratse obJedion subject to appmprtate plarming condiions being met 

6.21 Criterion (h) is concerned with the relationshtp of new to existmg dwellmgs. Because the scheme 
is for bungalows only there will not be any overlooking or lass of privacy to netghbourmg 
occupiers. Ally ptentlal linrited overlookiug tinm the rear of properties on ttlgher ground m 
Alexandra Road would not be unduly serious provided all existmg vegetatton 1s retamed and 
enhanced. There is also reaSOnable separation between the proposed bungalows and dwellmgs 
located mm&lately to the east and north of the site. The dwelhngs to the south of the sue facmg 
Bull Lane have long back gardens and substantial hitervenhig plantmg and hedging on the 
b~wiBbere&WdsubJ&tosometrimn@back. 

6.22 Criterion (iii relates to scale and visual appeamm which 1s generdy accqtable in thts instance 
due to the layout of the development and size of the indKimd dwellings comprlshrg modest 
bungalows with htpped roofs ‘lhcy will not appear unduly obtrusive or over dominam when seen 
from the rq@our& dwellings sml the ne@tbours’ outlook will not be adversely affected which 
is helped by the natural cover and additional planting pmp0se.i. 

6 23 Cntexton (iv) is concerned with conformity to the detailed tezhmcal crrteria m Appendix 1 of the 
District Plan including amemty space, parkmg and so on which is sattsfactory m this mstance. 
The layout is reasonable m aesthetic terms and plot 3 and the detached garage to plot 4 help to 
produce a satisfsctnry e&xure of space and enhance the view at the end of the private dnve 

6.24 It can be seen therefore that whrlst some nearby residents objezt to the proposal, these do not 
trads!e mto susmmable grounds to resist thts apphcation. It may be a backland proposal but it 
does not entad the overlooking, loss of prrvacy and lamiscqing issues m the manner raised by the 
two earlier schemes both dismissed on appeal. 
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6 25 That the Corporate Director (Law, Platmiag and A- OrI) be in&w&d to negotiate a 
Section 106 Agreement m relshon to the above revering the mskingq of princess Road for a 
minimmn of 6m fmm the carriageway edge of Bull Lane. That subject to that Agreement being 
completed to the s&facQon of the Director, that the app!kation be approved S&J.& to the 

followmg conditlor!s:- 

02 SC14 MATERIALS TO BE USE EXTERNALLY 

03 SC20 (FD RESTRICTED DORMERS) (As sdapted below please) 

04 SC76 PARKING AND TURNING SPACE 
ADD Furthermore the accessway, as meamved fmm the site boundary together with the hammer 
head~area~parlangareasshallbepavedinpermanentmatenalsmitccordancewlth 
d&ails which shall be subm.med to and approved m wrttmg by the local pkmnmg authority prior to 
c!omnmcemem and shall be provided prior to tix occupation of the dwellings proposed to take 
access therefrom. 

05 SC50 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE 

06 SC59 LANDSCAPE DETAILS (As adapted below please) 

07 SC84 SLAB LEVELS SPE4!lHED 

08 SC23 OBS GLAZING 

09 SC55 HEDGEROW To BE RETAINED 

10 SC83 SITE LEVELS 

11 SC74 DRIVEWAYS - SURFACE FINISH 

12 SC60 TREE AND SHRUB PROTECTION 

13 SC90 SURFACE WATER DRAINAGE 

14 SC91 FOUL WATER DRAINAGE 
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FKM71/98/ROC RAYLEIGH TGWN COUNCIL l 7 
LAND ADJ. PARR SCHOOL. RAWRETH LANE, RAYLEIGH. 

ERECT 30 BED NURSING HOME WITH ANCILLARY STAFF ACCOMMODATION; 
ENLARGE EXISTING ACCESS; LAYOUT PARKING AND TIJRNING AREA 

Applfcam Ryhurst Ltd & Southend Commumty Care Servmes NHS Trust 

Zoning: Bl @usmess) and B8 (Storage & Distrrbution) Uses 

Site Area O&a. (1 6a ) 

Planmna Anolication Details 

7.1 This IS a detailed applicatron for the constructron of a nummg home comammg 30 ensuite 
bed/sitting mom plus wmmtmsl dmmg snd social areas including a conservatory There is also 
ancillary staff, admhnstmtion, medical and service accommodstion 

7.3 The buildtog 1s mamly smgle storey of cruciform plan wtth a glazed lantern m the centre, but has 
someaccommodationatfirstfloorlevelinthewestwing Tbesitebasmatmeplantmgontheeast 
and south bmmdaries wmch adjom an existing n&stnal estate whilst there 1s a lesser hedgerow 
on the western boundsq adJOmbg the Park School. It is propxd to supplement this planting acd 
mumundthe~~withlandsc;rpedareaswiththemrungardenareabeingto~eheurh 

7.4 vehicular access 1s fmm Rawrcth Lane via a widened cmssing sited slightly to the west of the 
centre of the sue and has been designed to the reqmrements of the h&ways deparnnent Parking 
and semcing are located to the west ami north-west of the building. 

7.5 The prmmses ~bes~~24howsadayonathreeshiftbasisbuttherearenoresldemstaff 
Upto6nurslngstaffwillbeondutyatanyonetimewlthanoverlappenodofaboutom:hour 
when up to 12 staff could be present In addition, np to 4 service staff will be present plus 
vlsltors 

Relevant Plamnna History 

7.6 An outlme appLicanon for development of this stte for Bl @xii) use was approved UMier 
reference 0fJO701/91/Roc in 1991 and renewed at the begirming of 1995 

7.7 Rayleigh Town Council - Object to the apphcation on the basis that this land 1s designated to be 
uulkd as an inch&ml site and &an&g the use would set a precedent to other spplxatiom 

7 8 County Snrveyor - No objection subject to standard highway and parkmg comittions and land 
being made available for additmnal parking should it lx mquired in the future. 

7 9 AngBan Water - No objections in prmmple but no known surface water sewers exist m the 
vicinity Condmon requimd re. details of foul and surface water to be submttted. 
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lo comty (Pamgmph7 Consultation) Recommendsthat ti7 Consultation) Recommendsthat ti applicatmnbebe r&u&. for thefor the77 10 County planner -planner - (Paqraph awlicatmn r&o&. 

follow&followmg r-ox-r-ox- - -
__ 

‘The proposal 1s Wary to Deposit Draft repl&xment Structum Plan Policy BW3‘The proposal 1s Wary to Deposit Draft repl&xment Structum Plan Policy BW3 
(safeguarding employment sites). The site ts one of the few(safeguarding employment sites). The site ts one of the few - employmem- employmem
allocations m Rayle~ghand wwld be difficult to replace becauseof the restraints of theallocations m Rayle~ghand wwld be difficult to replace becauseof the restraints of the 
Green Belt.’Green Belt.’ 

7llHeadofE PolicyaudInttiatives-rL%omm~refusalsmcethesaelsallocatwl 
for Bl and B8 purposesand therefore the proposal 1sagamstLocal Plan Poltcy EB3 m prrnciple 

7.12 Head of Health, Housing and Commrmitg Care - has no objections m prmcrple to the proposed 
developmentsubject to the followmg cond~Uonsbemg attachedto any cement granted. 

1. Construction work shall not begin until a scheme for pmtec&g the proposed 
development from noue from the existing industrial area to the south and eastern 
bomdariesbasbeensubnnttedtoandapprovedbytheLocalP~Authonty;all 
works~chformpartofthe~~~lbecompletedbeforermypartofthe 
developnaentIS occqied and any noise attenuauon measures hqlemented shall be 
mamtahd throupboat the dmatm of the penmssion granti 

2.Amechanicalextractionsystemshallbepmvidedtothekltchenareainacmrdance 
with details previously submitted to and agreed m wnting with the Local Planrung 
Authamy. Such agreedwork shall be folly hnplementedprior to the wmmencement 
ofanyuseherebypennitted. 

7.13 Four leaers of objection havebeenreceivedfrom mem!xrs of the pubhc living oppositethe site m 
Rawreth Lam, although some of the objectors appearto be makmg represencatlonson behalf of 
the mmmg hame whxh they causider would have an rmsatlsfactoryenvironment doe to the lugh 
traffic flows an Rawreth Lam and dlshubance fmm youths usmg facilities at Pxk S&xl m the 
evemg Other ob~ectmd relate to nhxmai tmffic arhii from the mnxng home at all tmm of 
the day and problems arising fmm the accomm&tion of mentally ill patients and e loss in 
propexty values. 

Material Plammu Cons&rations 

7 14 The Operauonal Prmctples lad dvwn by the Govemment for ensmmg that the planning system 
operates to deliver 1t.s overall obje&ves are set out in Planmug Pohcy Guidzmz.eNote 
No l.pPGl) 

7 15 Paragraph40 of PPGl rezds as follows.-

‘fo.mGi7- ir canoiund to a plan-led systemof a!eve* control l&h is 
gfwn stot#ory force by se&an 54A of the 1990 Act Where on adopted or approved 
developmentplan catU&s rehmt polhex, sectian X4 requires that an o@ic&an 
f~~~~nmg&n$sion or an ?pmi shall be detemnned in accora+e with the p&a, 

iddemhons uuiicate athenvtse Conversely,t7ppkwkns whhh are 
nat in accordance with rdemnt policies in the @II should not be &owed tazless 
muterid considmaiions just& gmnling a planning pennissio~~ Those decihng sudr 
plmyrutg qphcntions or qope& should always take into account whether theproposed 
devdqment wwid ame demamtrable harm to mterests af acknowledgedqxxa3ce. 
In aU cases where the developmentplan ir reievanr, it wrll be necesmy to decide 
w~irerthepmposaltrinaccordmrcewtththeplanmrdthmto~Mtoanauntaths 
marerialconridermionr’ 
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1.16 Policy BIW3 of the Deposit Draft Replmexxt Struchm Plan referred to in the County Planner’s 
mmmenrs in param x ahove reads as followx- 

PolicyBIW3 
krshng tnploynI5U siter currently in we or kient@d in aabpted load pkznsforfrurcre 
budness, indmtry or wm?ho&mg use (Use Classes Bl-B8 hclusive) will be 
safcguanIedfromredPveiopmentordrrmgeofusetoorher[andlrses Theuseof 
en@ymnt sltaibtings for other hi- uses will oniy be pm&d in aceptional 
cmzmutances such m whm a site as poorly 1ocn.t~ or Mere dewiopmem cam are 
prohibitive. ,?Xsting poor qua&y or cmstmhd site may be replaced by new 
alloatlons qf more rnadzmble oad well laazed sites. Where employmem land IS 
epxphonally wed for other land uses, it should be rt@uccd by new allocmiwv in 
adopted lad pkms so hat the 0vembT developmnt provwion co@onm generally wrth 
Policy BIWI ’ 

7.17 The land on which thla development is proposed was allmated for Bl and B8 Use-s under Policy 
FiB3 in the Fii Review of the Local Plan which was adopted in April 1995. The semmi 
paragraph of Pohcy BBZ of that Plan reads as follows,- 

Policylm 
Wti those arms allocated prindiy for buhess purposes, on& tfwse rqaplfaztions 
for akwlopmau w&in Claws Bl (Bushess) and i?8 (Storage or Dishibutwn) of the 
Use Classes Order 1987 wall mmdly be pen&ted 

7.18 There are no material mmideratlm in this case which JusUfy grmthg planmng permission 
contray to pohcy as required by PPGl (see para. 7 15 above) and the site IS not poorly located 
and development msts are not probbitive which arc the criteria applied for making an .exc+ion 
to policy by proposed Stnxtore Plan Policy BIW3 as set out m para. 7.16 above 

7 19 The pqnxal is therefore um@ary to Govfzmnent, Structu~ Plan and Local Plan advm 111 that 

the site IS aIha.kd for a purpose other than that proposed aml its development for a mxamg home 
would require an alternative site for busmess use to be found which would be exirernely dlffiadt 
mviewoftheGreenBeltstatusoftheDistrictwtsldetheexistinganocatedareas. 

7.20 The relevant par@ standard require-s 8 spaces whereas 16 are provided plus a minikms bay. 

7.21 As far as the residenu’ ObJections to traffic generanon are coxemed, the type of vehicles 
mvolved a& the total amount of t&k are likely to be hghkr than those generated if the land 
were developed for business purpcaes m accordance with its alkat~on. 

7.22 The Corporate Director (Law, plamung and Admkktmhon) recommends that this applicatmn be 
refused for the following reasonx- 

01 NON STANDARD FZFUSAL 
The proposal would result in the loss of land allocated for Bushzess Use on the Rochford distnct 
Local Plan (Fii Mew) tiere other forms of development are nat normally per&ted 
parhcularly since such losses would be di&ult to replace m VICW of the Green Belt character of 
the LXstnct 

The loss of such land would lessen tb.e oppormmties for employment generating uses in the 
District to the detknent of the local economy. 

As such the proposal mnflicts wah Local Plan Policies EB2 and 3 as well as the Essex Struchxe 
Plan (Adopted Second Alteration), Policy El aml the Deposit Draft Structure Plan Policy BI Wfi 
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02 NON STANDARD REFUSAL 
If pemutted this propusal would generate prezmre to release other arms, probably LII tix Green 
Belt, to replace the p-erceived shortfall in tand requmd for busums purposes contrary to Policies 
GBl of the Local Plan and S9 of the Strurubure Plan. 
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FW622iWROC PARISH OF ROCJJFORD 

ROCHFORD BOWLS CLUB. STAMBRlDGE ROAD, ROCHFORD. 

BRECMON OF NEW CLUBHOUSE (DEMOLISH EXISTING) 

Apphcnnf: ROCHFORD BOWLS CLUB 

ZoJling. Exlatll PubllC open space 

Plarming Auulica.tlon Detmls 

8 1 Th13 proposal 16 for tie demolition of and the erwzhon of a new clubhouse which the Counnl 
OWJX and 1s l& to word Bowls Club The existing ctihouse IS located ~lortb of the 
bowlmg green and adjacent to the existing car park to the eastern suie of the recreation gmuad 
The applicant seeks permlsmn for a replacemem stmcmre, larger in size and appmxlmately 
witithesamelocarion Theapphcanthasstatedthattheadditionalfloorspacevnllbensed 
dnring the winter months as an indoor bowlbq rmk as well as ad&~& space for evemng 
tions,etc Italsostatedthatthe~rbow~greenandindoorrmkwill~otbeused 

l simultaneously. 

8.2 The exhtiog clubhouse msasms 16 6m x 6m, while the prow rep- bmldfng me~s11pes 
27m x 7.6m. This &en&z represents a net increase of lG5.w in floor area. 

8.3 In terms of design aruzl scale, the proposed ctibhwse, although larger m size, comprises a p&b 
.roofasopposedtotheexistingbuildingwhichhasan~flat~f 

8.4 Vehicdnr accea to the chkhmse ls taken from Doggetts Close, near to the ~umtion with 
Stambridge Road by way of a car park which serves Rochford Sorts and Social Club, the 
childrem playgmumi ard basketball court. A pedestrian access 18 also m eXlstence which is taken 
dmxdy from Stambridge Road. 

8.5 hoposalsalsomvo~etherelocationofanexLstingshedandtheremclvalof2car~~spaces 
m order for the bowling cti to incorponrte ad&onaI land within the complex. 

8.6 Although not a material planning comideration, Members may wish to note that at Fmnnce and 
General F?rqmes Commttee of the 21 July 1998 it was resolved tha& subject to the grant of 
plannmg permission. the Council consented to the proposal and the Councd’s Legal Officer was 

l 
anthonsed to revise the terms of the lease, etc. 

Relevant Plm History 

8.7 Plarming apphcation reference ROC/859/84 wae. approved on 1 February 1985 and granted 
pem&ion for the ad&tion of a new trz&ncent carqy to the from of tb.e exist& pavtion 

ROC/1@7/87 - This qplicahon pmposed the &tion of a single storey extension for cbaqjng 
rooms ard was approved by notmz dated 24 Aprd 1987. 

F/0002/92fROC - Th= applicatmn proposed the addition of a smgle storey side extension 
compr~smg a k&hen, lobby and enlargement of the hall, and was approved by notice dated 5 
February 1992. The aunnmi of addi~onal floorspace that would be created totalled 53 m2, 
although tlus was never bnplemented and therefors. the permission has expired 

Chsultatlons and Reuresentatlons 

8 8 Rochford Parish Council have no objechons to the proposed developmem 
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8.9 lksex County Council (C0mt.y Smveyor) raise3 no objmtmm in term3 of highway safety. 

8 10 The Councd’s Head of Housing, Health and Community Care reports that them is pote&al for 0no%e and disturbance from this development greater than exists at the present hme If hiembers 
are minded to approve this apphcatlon condrhcms should be appended which relate to de&Is of 
any externally sited plant and extraction/ventilation system to be approved, homx of use, (08.30 - 
23.30 Monday to Thursday, 08.30 - 24.00 Fnday and Saturday and 08.30 - 23.00 Sundays and 
Bank Holidays) ard the Standard Informative No 16 (Cor&ol of NW). 

8.11 AnglianPlnaterDeveloper~cesraisesm,objectionstothepmposals. 

8.12 The Environment Agency prrmdes advice and details of measures to Overcome the potential for 
landfdI gas as the site hes cm a former waste disposal stie THIS will be dealt ti by the 
lmposinon of an tirmamve 

8 13 The &&ford Hundred Amenities Socxty has no ob@ons m prixciple, although concerm are 
expmed over the dtxgn, which it considers is bland. 

Matenal Plannm Conslderatmq 

8.14 The planmng considerations material to the d ’ “onofthisfq#catlonaresummarlsedas 
fouows~ l 
n Lcml Plan Pohcy; 
n Resider&al Amenity, and 
a Parkmg Provision 

LOCAL PLAN POLICY 

8.15 The R&ford Distnct Plan (Fmt Review) shows this site as bemg withh~ an area of Exlstlng 
Public Open Space The use of the clubhouse by members of the &z&ford Bowls 0ub is 
comidered to be acullary to the use of the bowling green and therefore accords WI&I Local Pian 
Policy In addition, the pr@ replacementwill not significantly detrau frum the amount of 
pubhc open space currently in exisence 

8.16 The general chara&r of the area 18 made up of both pubhc open space and rendemtsl properties 
compnsmgamixiureofdetxhedandserm-detachedbungalowsaod~ Thenearest 
dwellings are located some 4&n from the closest part of the proposed ctihonse, which is 
incidentally the same distance as the exAmg ctihcuse is frum the nears dwe&ng. l 

8.17 As stated above by the Council’s Head of Housmg, Health & &mmumty Care, there is potentud 
for noise and m greatex than exists at present owmg to the increase in floorspace. 
However, it is conxdered that by the imposition of a cx&tmn resin- the hours of use, the 
effect on residential zmenity wi!.l be minrrmsed. 

PARKING PROVISION 

8 18 The car parkmg area adjacent to the site axr%ly serves not only RocMord Bowls Club but the 
childrens playground, the basketball court and Rocbford Sports and Social Club In total, 74 
spacesarecurrentlyaMllableamlare~duutandadq&elymarked Theprupxalwdd 
invohe the remxal of two spaces, thereby reducing the total amount to 72 spaces. 

8 19 In applymg the Council’s adopted car parking star&r& the use of the site to its full wpacuy 
requires a total on 68 spaces Therefore, the OveraLl reduction in parking spxes by two is 
considered to be usigmficant as there is suflicxnt space to accmnm@ vehicltts d the bowling 
club 1s bemg utdised to its maxhnum potential. 
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Recommmdation 

8.20 The Corporate Mrector (Law, Planning & Administmt~on) recommends that thv; apphcatlon be 
approved .SUbJect to the following cmdlmm k3d.s. 

01 SC4 TIME LIMITS 

02 SC14 MATERIALS To BE USED (Extert&ly) 

M NON STANDARD CONDITION 
The clubhouse hereby permitted shall be used only in conjunction with the primary use of the site 
as a bowls club. Furthermore, the facilities provided within the ch&house, inch&g the bar, 
kitchen and hall, shall only be used by member; of the bowls club, their gues!z and other users of 
the bowls club for bolla fide uses assxm.t.xl with the operation of the site for bowling puqxxes. 
Under no chumstaoces shall the clubhouse be used for any other puqxxe, in&&g hire for 
special events. 

04 SC36A HOURS OF USE RESTRICTED 

05 SC50 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE - FULL 

06SC57TREEPLANING 

O-7 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
The use of the clubhouse shalt not cmmence~reamkerb,shownhatchedondrawmg 
number 97 144-01 a& date stamped 15 October 1998, has been laid out and constructed m all 
respects,~llsofw~chSallbesubmittedtoandagreed~wntingbytbeLocalPlanntng 
Author@. Thereaffes the s;ud kerb shall be r&ined m the approved form. 

08 SC92 EXTRACT VENTILATION 

09 NON STANDARD CONDITION 
Lktails of any externally sited plant or esuipment to be used in mnjtmction with the development 
hereby permitted shall be submitted to axl agreed in writbg by the Local Pkuming Authority 
Thereafter, any such plantfeqqment shall be retained ~IXI shall only be operated as approved in 
wrrtirg by the Local Plantuq Authority 
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OlYO566/!38/ROC PARISH OF HOCKLEY 

TELEPHONE EXCHANGE GT EAS’I?ZN ROAD/ GLADSTONE ROAD HOCKLEY 

OUTLINE APPLICATION ‘ID ERECT 3 X 4-BED DETACHED HOUSES AND 
PARKING INCLUDING DETACHED GARAGING (DEMOLISH EXISTING 
BUILDING) 

Apphcant MESSRS RYAN & LEE 

Zoning. Resided 

Au&atlon Details 

9.1 The on@ scheme was for 1 detached 4 bed chalet and 2 d&ached 3 bed bungalows amended to 
the preSem proposal followmg consultation replies. 

9.2 The applumts are seeking to demohsh an existing single storey prtched roofed comrnerclal 
b~~anderect3x4beddetachedhousesandparldnglncludingdetachedg~.The 
existhg btulding is currently used for u&strial storage(aircraftandpurposes fixtures&bugsl (nuts, bolts, 1atche-s etc) sod was prtionsly used as a telephone exchange I depot by Btih 
Telecom 

9.3 TbesiteislocatedtofheeastofHockleytownceMeandrotheno~ofSouthend~ 
sandwiched b&ken Great Eastern Road and GLadstone Road which fork around two sides of its 
tnangular shape Plot 1 faces Great Eastern Road from which it takes vehicular and p&st.run 
access, plot 2 fronts Gladstone Rosd wah - therefrom and plot 3 faces tb.e Junction between 
thetwobuthasvehi&araccessfromGreatFastemRoad. 

Relevant Plannine Htsto~ 

9.4 Apphcatlon BECJROC123/51 (GD/ROC/lI51) submitted at 23rd February 1951 for reservation in 
County Development Plan of land as a site for an Automatic Telephone Exchange 

9 5 Apphcauon ROC/39220 to exteui telephone exchange granted plannmg permission on 5th 
November 1970 

9 6 Appltcatlon ROC/471/WROC to convert and extend engine room to tbrm new garage and erect 
new 18 metre high radio mast granted plsnuing pewion on 3rd September 1982 but nnt 

l implenteti. 

9 7 Applicauon CU/O194/94/ROC to change the use of the buildmg to offices granted planning 
pem&slon on 1% May 1994 but not rmplemented 

9 8 Applicatum CU/O313/96/R~ to use the buiidmg for the storage of ahcraft tittmgs and tIx&r~ 
(nuts, bolts, latches etc) granted planning permission on 14th August 1996 which has been 
itllplcltWIted 

9 9 Apphcation CU/O547/%/ROC to change use of building to dance school with parkmg layout and 
widen existing vehta&ar access from Gladstone Road granted pianmng permission on 14th Apnl 
19!V ThLs has IKIt tWlimpleJWted. 
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Consultations and Rem-ezentatior~ 

Fnst Round 

9 10 He&q Parish Council commcntthatvehicnlaraoxssshouldremainvmGreatl%sternRced 
only and the footprints should not be greater than shown on the s&mitt& plan 

9.11 The County Surveyor has M obJtion subject to appropriate condmons being imposed on sny 
declston tmtme issued. 

9.12 The Connty Phnner@~ Urban De&n Advice) advises that “the arrangement of the 
dwellmgs does not enhance the street scene along GMstone Rmd, or create au attracnve 
treatment on the comer of Gladstone Road and Great Eastern Road which is a vmual focal pomt in 
the street It appears also that the proposal does not mdicate for a full height brick wall to rear 
garden boundaries but provides only for a fence on an exist& dwarf wall. This ts not acceptable -
one only has to look further along Gladstone Roxl to mahsc this 1s an ~sfactory treabnent for 
such a length of road frontage I have sketched out an irbirxttve iayont to tlht.strate how I think 
the dwellings could be rearranged to provide for a more sahsfactory street -” 

913Inre~gectofthehousetypesitisnotedthat~oofthethreedwelllngsarenanowfrordedwith 
mtegral garages. The fom~ and princrpal elanents of these dwellmgs will therefore be vlsnslly 
unsausfactory with garage doors domin&ng the front elevation. 

9.15 The J?mimrm?eut Agemy has no ob~ectmn m the proposed development as snbmitted. 

9.16 The Head of Health Housing and Cammmity Care has no adverse comments subject m 
stmdard mformatlve S116 (Control of Nuisances) bemg attached to any permission gmnted. 

9.17 Two letters were subnntted by local r&dents in respect of the original mtifiaon on the 
proposal.Onewnrmentsw~thegenerallayoutandcorrtemoftheplanisacceptableitis 
regrdted that the building lme follows that of the building to be den&shed and not that of the 
roadingexxxal ~wouldhaveenabledmores~forcar~~tothefronulge. 

9.18 Thesemndresidemobjectsmthemainonthefollowinggrounds. 

0 Effect on highway safety as Gladstone Road IS narrow and there is a bend prcducii a 
blmdspotfordtiversexitingthenpropertyatthrspoint, 

li) Additional tmfIic, congestron, noise, distntbame and inconvenience exaceti by 
inkrmitmnt loss of restdemial on street parking during construction adjacent to terraced 
properties in Gladstone Road whxb have no domestic off street parkmg. 

Saxmd Ronnd , 

919Hockleyl’arisbCenndI wmment that “the aurent proposal would be out of keeping with 
exmng developmem m the area ie bungalows and cottages”, Also that “m the previous proposals 
there was to be m vel&lar access to the sate from Gladstone Road and this latest plan proposes 
suchanaccessopposaetothee~tothe~sitew~ispotentiallydangerousmroad 
Safety” 

9 20 The County Surveyor has M) objection subject to approprmte condiiom being attached to the 
declsmn notme 
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921TheEn&mm&&~ey has “no-“. AngHRn~hasM&j~ortstotim 
princrple to the proposal subject to a cotion bemg imposed that no building shall be erected 
anthm 3 metres of the centreline of I&e public sewer crussmg the site. 

9 22 Three local residents have submittfd letters of obJ&on on the following summukd gmunds. 

i) Out of character vnth the area wlych is predominantly bungalows, chalets and modest 
houses wti shallow roof pitches and also the bmldmg line is mt consistent w&h 
existing dwellings; 

ii) It will cause overshadowmg and loss of light to hvmg acc~~mmcdahon, overlookmg and 
Ices of privacy to private amenity aXeaT, 

id) Car parking, am&stim and traffic problems are hkely to ame exacerbatmg ex&ng 
problems adjacent to terra& propemes m Gladstone Road which have no domestm off 
street parkmg. Bigger dwellmgs vnI1 @ve me to larger famihes and more danand for 
parkins space> 

Demnlental effes on property values. 

Id&ml Plamrinn Consideratlooa 

9 23 The mam planmng issues matenal to Members mnsideration of th.u application are ke effect of 
the proposal on 

0 Policy, characier and appwmmeofthearea; 

U ID hnpact on the living cocditlons of neighbourmg residents 

FOLEY, CHARACTER AND APPEARANCE OF THE AREA 

9 24 The District Plan and Pohaea form an mtegial part of tie development plan and m parhmlar 
Policy Hi9 supports the pti@e of the development of small sites m defined rM sreas but 
arlllassesseachsiteonitsindMdualm~~havtng~eregardmpolicyH11. 

9 25 The site is allocated for resided pq%ses and the key issues ide&fied above in considering this 
apphcatlon 1s whether or lmot the proposal LS amqtable in resukntml amenity, layout and h@way 
terms within the context of Policy HI1 which in&de-s reference to adopted design policies and 
asp&s of the l&sex Design Guide forresidential areas and related highway sta&rds as contab& 
wnhin Appeti 1 of the plan. 

9 26 The relatmahip of new to existing dwellings is considered to be acceptabIe wah the surrounding 
development m this mstance as the chamcter of the immediate resideti area is a n&ore of two 
and angle storey dwellmp. The ensting development opposite the site m Gladstone Road for 
example IS two storey terraced housing, with larger detach& i~usa nearby and the dwclhng 
closest to and abuthng the site m Eastern Raad wropnses a mbstantial two storey do& 
chalet. There are aLso tmngaIows withm the vicinity but these are arguably ti .&liclentIy close 
torhesaetobematenallyaffededbytheproposal Withrespecttothestreetsceneitisnot 
mmsualtohavea ~OfdweUingtypesof~nngscalearadtosomeextentthisist~~ 
already 

9 27 The potentiaI scale of the development is generally acceptable in thts m.stmuEmdmustbe 
wnsidered in relauo@ to other two storey developmem in the vicmy and the exlstmg 
suhstantlsl commerckl buildmg on the site Although it is single storey it has a hqh pitch roof 
and has sul~stantlal bulk and 1t.s remmal wdl be a considerable unprovement to the urban street 
scene ill this locshon 
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928ThepmposalwnformstomedetailedtechnicalcritenamAppespdixloftheDistrictPlan 

lncludingamenityspace,parkingandsoon~chissatisfactoryinmisinsrance Thede&yis 
30.59 per hectare (12.38 per acre). The layout ia reasomble m aesthetm terms and wiIl pm&e 
a satisfactory and substanttal enclosUre of space enhancing this important pmmment site. 

9.29 Therefore, whilst cun&ations have germerated some objection to the proposal, lt does not entail 
overlooking and less of privacy and the elimmatxon of the existmg non conforrmng commercial 
use 1s entirely comistmt with the anas of POLICY H24 whxh seeks to safeguard the amemtiffl 
andcbara&rofresxlentMareas. Intennsofthes~sceneandtheproposalforthree~ 
bslancii all the circumstances, the proposal is not umsaiered unacceptable although lt 1s a 
quealon of Judgemcnt whether three houses at this pomt m the area are appmpriate 

l&EMT ON THE LIVING CONDITIONS OF NEARBY RESIDENTS 

9.30 The accesxs to the proposed gw to serve the development are corsldered adequate and 
sat~~faciory. Also the County Surveyor does not ran objection sob&t to appmprmte planmng 
condihons~met.Residentsconcensabouttrafficmnstalsobebalancedagrunstthefanthat 
thesitecontainsanestablishedwmmercialuseande~planmngpermissionsinchLdinga~ 
school which if frilly exploited could result in Mmlderably mare traffic ami associated achvmes 
The established Access being from GMstone Road. 

9.31 The rema of the majority of surrwnding dwellmgs wdl ensue that there wlll not be any 
overloobng or loss of pnvacy to neighbouring occupiers Any potentml lnnited overlookmg 
would not be oxduly serious provided the dwellings are appropriately fenestrated and relevant 
bandarm screened ad landscaped to include scrccnplaudng. 

Recommendation 

9.32 That the Corporate Director (Law Plannmg and Adr’ ’ yen) recommends that this apphcation 
should be approved subject to the following condmorrj : 

01 SC1 RESERVED MATTERS - STD 

02 SC3 TIME! LIMITS OUTLINE - STD 

03 SC9 REMOVAL OF BUILDINGS 

04 SC6 ALTERNATIVE DEVELOPMENT 

05 SC50 MEANS OF ENCJXMJRE - OUTLINE 

O-5 SC58 LANDSCAPE DESIGN - DETAILS 

07 SC78 CAR PARKING PROVISION . 

08 SC83 SITE LEVELS 

09 SC84 SLAB LEVELS 

10 SC17 PD RESTRICTED - EXTENSIONS 

11 SC66 PEDESTRIAN VISIBILITY SPLAYS 
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12 NON STANDARD CONDITION 

Notwtitading the deli shown on the submitt plan mm&s RH484.Ub the propsed private a domes&c footpath serving the dwe.lliq to plot 3 shall be repcshoned to join G!.a&tow Road 
remote fmm the junctton radus to prevent vehicles parking at the junction of Gladsbxe Road and 
Great lhstem Road. The precise details of the rsitq shall be submit& to the local planmq 
authonty for approval it4 part of tbz reserved matters referred to at amdttmns 1 acd 2 

13 SC91 FOUL WATFX DRAINAGE 

a 

a 

a 
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DELEGATED PLANNIN G DECISIONS - 17TH DECJMBER 1998 


I have decoded the followtng apphcstrons tn accordance wtth the pohcy of delegation 

AD/O592/98/ROC APPROVE 
47 EASTWOOD ROAD RAYLEIGH 
DISPLAY INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED FASCIA AND PROJECTING SIGNS 
TSB BANK PLC 

CU10464/98/ROC APPROVJ2 
16-24 HIGH STREET RAYLEIGH 
CHANGE OF USE FROM SHOWROOM To OFFICES(FIRST FLOOR) 
CLAPHAM HOLDINGS LTD 

CU/O553/98!ROC APPROVE 
BERRYS ARCADE HIGH STREET RAYLEIGH 
CHANGE USE OF FIRST AND SECOND FLOOR FROM OFFICES -ICI FLATS 
RS&RTBERRY&SJHOLBROOK 

F/O138/98/ROC APPROVE 
230 LI’ITLE WPJaERING ROAD LITTLE W-G 
CREATE SECOND VEHICULAR ACCESS (‘I-0 FORM ‘IN’ AND ‘OUT’ DRNEVU’AY) 
CLAIRE FIELDER 

F/O2..54/98lROC APPROVE 
WHITEHOUSE FARM EASTWOOD ROAD RAYLEIGH 
DEMOLISH PART OF EXISTING GLASSHOUSE AND ERECI NEW GLASSHOUSE 
MR I L FLACK 

FKY275198lROC APPROVE 
1 LINK ROAD RAYLEIGH 
TWO STOREY AND PART SINGLE STOREY REAR EXTENSION 
MRANDMRSASAYERS 

F/O290/98/ROC APPROVE 
BRGOKLANDS POULTRY FARM APTGN HALL ROAD CANEWDON 
SINGLE STGREY SIDE EXTENSION 
MS P HENSHAW 

a 
F/O3 16/98iROC APPROVE 
LAND RAYLEIGH ST.-N/THE APPROACH/ HATFIELD ROAD RAYLEIGH 
ERECT SIXTY EIGHT DWELLINGS AND GARAGES, LAYOUT AND CONSTRUCT 
ESTATE ROAD (REVISED SCHEME) 
PERSIMMON HOMES (THAMES VALLEY) LTD 

F/0318/98/ROC APPROFE 
WHITEHOUSE FARM EASTWOOD ROAD RAYLEIGH 
DEMOLISH PART OF EXISTING GLASSHOUSE AND ERECT NEW GLASSHOUSE 
MR J L FLACK \ 

a 
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F/O348198/ROC APPROVE 
IS4 PLUMBEROW AVENUE HOCKLEY 
GROUND FLGOR REAR EXTENSION 
MRBCMRSSNELL 

F/O388/98/ROC AF’FROVE 
THE CROUCH KINGSMANS FARM ROAD HULLBRIDGE 
FORM BALCONY AND STAIRCASSE GROUND FLOOR SIDE 
EXTENSIONS 
MR & MRS EDWARDS 

F/O485/98/ROC AFTROVR 
GROVE JUNIOR SCHOOL GROVE ROAD RAY-LEIGH 
ERECT SINGLE STOREY BLOCK OF THREE CLASSROOMS 
THE GROVE ROAD SCHOOL 

F/O498/98/ROC REFUSE 
THE OLD ORCHARD CHURCH ROAD HOCKLEY 
GROUND FLOOR REAR EXTENSION (CONSERVATGRY) 
MR & MRS SPITTAL 

kCESSIVB DEVELOPMENT IN THE METROPOLITAN GREEN BELT . l 
F/O501/98hXX! APPROVE 
KLINGEL HAUS HILLSIDE ROAD RAYLEIGH 
ERECT S-BED DETACHED HOUSE (PLOT 2). DEMOLISH EXISTING DWELJJNG. 
LODBURY HOMES 

F/0530/98iROC APPROVE 
ARDEN HILLSIDE ROAD RAYLEIGH 
VXRL4TION 11 OF PLANNING PERMISSION REF. 
FIOu)8/97iROC (&NDE”D”%%?%AYS) 
BOLT CONSTRUCTION LTD 

F/O531/98/ROC APPROVJZ 
36 RIDGEWAY RAYLEIGH 
ERECT GROUND FLOOR SIDE AND REAR EXTENSION 
MRADAVLES 

F/O533/98!ROC APPROVE 
70 LOVE LANE RAYLEIGH lERECT TWO STOREY PITCH ROOF SIDE AND REAR EXTENSION. ERECT TWO 
PITCH ROOF FRONT DORMER WINDOW EXTENSIONS 
MRANDMRSDWOOD 

F/O540/98/ROC AFTROVE 
31 SOUTHEND ROAD HOCKLEY 
CONSTRUCT VEHICULAR ACCESS 
GRAHAM ROOT 

F/0548/9S’ROC APPROVE 
47 RECIGRY ROAD ROCHFORD 
ERECT DORMER WINDOW EXTENSION ‘IO FRONT ELEVATION (AND REAR) 
MRgLMRSKGORING 
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F/0552%/ROC APPROVE 
53 LITTLE WAKERLNG ROAD LITTLE WAKERING , 

ERECT FIRST FLOOR SIDE EXTENSION (EXTEND HIP ‘lD FORM HIPPED 
GABLE) ERECT FLAT ROOF REAR DORMER (REVISED SUBMISSION FOLLOWING 
F/C626/97iROC) 
MRANDMRSCHANDLER 

F/G554/98lROC APPROVE 
BERRYS ARCADE HIGH STREET RAYLEIGH 
INSTALL NEW SHOPFRONTS To UNITS 1-12 AND ERECT SECURITY SCREENS 
TOARCADEENTUNCES 
RS&RTBERRY&SJHOLBROOK 

F/O555/98iROC APPROVE 
78 CASTLE ROAD RAYLEIGH 
ERECT GROUND FLOOR SIDE EXTENSION (REVISED SUBMISSION FOLLOWING 
AF’PLICATION F/O172/98/Roc) 
I CORNISH 

F/G558/98/ROC APPROVE 
39 MEESONS MEAD ROCHFORDl ERECT GROUND FLOOR REAR EXTENSION (CONSfZRVATORY) 
MRMTHORN 

F/0559/98iROC APPROVE 
174 DOWNHALL ROAD RAYLEIGH 
ERECrr GROUND FLOOR SIDEiREAR EXTENSION 
MRANDMRSIPACKER 

F/a561/98iRoC AETROVE 
70B GOLDEN CROSS ROAD ASHINGDON 
ERECT GROUND FLOOR REAR EXTENSION (CONSERVATORY) 
MR AND MRS EAGLES 

F/0564/98/ROC APF’ROVE 
HOCKLEY METHODIST CHURCH MAIN ROAD HOCKLBY 
DEMOLISH AND REBUILD DAMAGED SECTION OF CHURCH HALL 
STAN RAE 

l F/O569/98/ROC APPROVE 
THE CROFT TRENDERS AVENUE RAWRETH 
ERECT DETACHED DOUBLE GARAGE, CONVEW EXISTING GARAGE To 
HABITABLE ACCOMMODATION, PITCH ROOFS TO FRONT & REAR DORMERS & 
EXISTING REAR PROJECTIONS, ERECT PORCH & FRONT BOUNDARY WALL 
(REVISED APPLICATION) 
MRGMARLOW 

F/O571/98/ROC APPROVE 
6 CANEWDON VIEW ROAD ASHINGDON 
GROUND FLOOR SIDE EXTENSION (GARAGE) 
MRHARDING 

F/O572/98/ROC APPROW 
34 GLADSTONE ROAD HCCKLEY 
ERECT FIRST FLOOR FRONT EXTENSION, DORMER WINDOW AND PORCH 
MR AND MRS PEARCE 
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F/O578/98iROC AFTROVR 
23 ORCHARD AVENUE HOCKLEY 
ERECT FIRST FLOOR FRONT EXTENSION (CONVERT EXISTlNG GARAGE INTO 
PLAYRWM) 
MR&MRS MITCHELL SMITH 

F10579/98/ROCAPPROVE 
105 WEIR GARDENS RAYLEIGH 
FORMATION OF ROOM LN ROOF WITH DORMERS ‘ID FRONT AND REAR 
MRSMFORD 

F/0583/98iROC APPROVE 
35 TWYFORD AVENUE GREAT WAXERING 
GROUND FLOOR REAR EXTENSION JNCLUDING 
RE-LOCATION OF CONSERVATORY. ERECT NJ%’ GARAGE 
(DEMOLISH EXISTING) 

P10586/98/Roc REFUSE 
57 BULL LANE RAYLEIGH 
ERECT EXTENSIONS ‘ID ROOF INVOLVING HIP TO GABLE AND FRONT AND 
REARDoRMEFs 
MRANDMRSPSMrTH l01 
WOULD DISRUPT THE SYMMETRY OF THE EXISTING PAIR OF SEMI-DETACHED 
BUNGALOWS AND WOULD CREATE A PRECEDENT 

F/O589/98/ROC APPROVE 
LITTLE FIRS RAYLEIGH DOWNS ROAD RAYLEIGH 
ERECT GROUND FLOOR SIDE EXTENSION (DOUBLE GARAGE) 
MRANDMRSGSULLIVAN 

F/0598/98lmc APPROVE 
THE OLD FERRY HOUSE FAMBRIDGE ROAD SOUTH FAMBRIDGE 
ERECT DETACHED DOUBLE GARAGE 
HECRAY COMPANY LTD 

F/G599/98/ROCAPPROVE 
16 HAMBRO HILL RAYLEIGH 
ERECT PART GROUND FLOOR/PART ‘IWO STOREY SIDE EXTENSION 
R BERNARD 

F/0601/98/Rot APPROVE l 
341 EASTWOOD ROAD RAYLEIGH 
ERECT BAY WINDOW TO FRONT ELEVATION WITH PITCHED ROOF OVER 
MRMJLAMB 

F/C603/98/ROC APPROVJS 
5 ALEXANDRA ROAD RAYLEIGH 
ERECT GROUND FLOOR FRONT EXTENSION WITH CANOPY ROOF OVER 
B CHASMBR 

F/C620/98/ROC APPROVE 
WAVERLEY WOOD AVENUE HOCKLEY 
ERECI PITCHED ROOF OVER EXISTING EXTENSION 
MR&MRScANHAM 



F/M21/98/RQC APPROVE 
ADJ 11-13 LITTLE WHEATLEY’S CHASE RAYLEIGH 
ERECT DETACHED BUNGALOW WITH INTEGRAL GARAGE (PLOT 1). (RMSED 
SUBMISSION FOLLOWING PLANNING PEFUvESSION REF Fi0092/98/ROC) 
P LIVERMORE 

F/O625/98/ROC APPROVE 
15 NAVESTOCK CLOSE RAYLEIGH 
ERECT GROUND FLOOR REAR BXTENSION 
MRLAWES 

LB/o602/98/ROC APPROVE 
THE OLD FERRY HOUSE FAMBRIDGE ROAD SOUTH FA?dBRJDGE 
mm AND ALTERATIONS INCLUDING NEW/REPLACEhfEN-T WINDOWS, 
GU’ITERING, WEATHERBOARDING AND RENDERING 
HECRAY COMPANY LTD 

OL/O458/98/ROC APPRO~ 
WO 43 & 45 HAWKWEL L ROAD HOCKLEY 
OUTLINE APPLICATION TO ERECT ONE DETACHED BUNGALOW 
MR&bmsc!HuRcH&MRANDMRsm 

OIJO503/98/ROC APPROYE 
ADJ 26 KING HENRY’S DRIVE ROCHFORD 
OUTLINE APPLICATION ‘ID ERECT 2 NO 3-BED DETACHED CHALETS WlTH 
INTEGRAL GARAGES 
MR P LEARY 

OL/OS13/98/RCC APPROVE 
LAND END GLOUCESTER AVENUE RAYLEIGH 
OUTLINE APPLICATION TO ERECJ 4 DWELLINGS COMPRISING 3 DETACHED 
HOUSES AND ONE DETACHED BUNGALOW WITH GARAGING (RENEWAL OF 
PLANNING PEFMISSION REE OL/o434/95/RCC) 
MRRABYFORD 

OJJO568/98/ROC RJSFUSE 
ADJ CHERRY TREE PH STAMBRJDGE ROAD ROCHFORD 
OUTJANJZ APPLICATION ‘ID CONVERT EXJSTING AGRICULTUBAL BUILDING 
INTO TWO l-BED DWELLINGS WITH NEW VEHICULAR ACCESS AND CAR 
PARKING 
LcI’IXE HALL FARMS LTD 
01 
EXCESSTVE DEVBLOPMENT IN THE METROF’OLITAN GREEN BELT 

OL/O623/98/ROC REPUSE 
CROUCH KEW LARK HILL ROAD CANEWDON 
OUTLINE APPLICATION lD ERECI NEW BUNGALOW ON SITE OF FORMER 
DWELLING 
MR P DAVEY 
01 
EXCESSIVE DEVELOPMENT IN THE METROPOLITAN GREEN BELT 
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DELEGATED WILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 


APPROVALS 

I) 

l? Decembx1998 

Plan Number Address Description 

BR 98/300A Adj. 8, Malyons Lane 
HlJUblIdge 

SixNo. Three Bedroom 
Bungalows 

BR 981371 Plotx I& 2 B&field Road 
Rayleigh 

Two No SBrm Detached Two 
Bedrccm Houses 

BR 98(405 83 Crouch Avenne 
Hullbndge 

BR&W6 5 Alexandra Read 
Raylegh, Essex 

Front Grolmd Floor Extension 

BR 981415 7 L.ondon W, Rayle~gb 
(Gnlservatlve Club) 

Alterations & Addtions to 
Form Kitchen & New Add&ns 
to Form Female To& 

BR 98/424 Crouchmans Fura 
Poynters Lane 
WCtkRlJlg 

Demotion of Existing 
Conse~andMon 
Of New Gmservatory and Dog 
Accomm&&on 

BR 98/436 7cMarwaIk 
Canewdon 

Two Stomy Side Extension 

BR 9W43 8 57BullLme 
Rayleigh 

Rooms in Roof Darmers Front 
&RearwbhNewGabledroof 

BR 98MO Loft Conversion 

BR 98L452 12 Marylands Avenue 
Hookley 

Rear W C. Exempt 
Cunservatory 

BR 98.‘481 Honeysuckle Cottage 
Rayleqh Downs Road 
Rayleigh 

Extension to Existmg House 

BR 9U43 1 21, Rectory Gai-th 
RayIeigh 

Converamn ofExlstmg Void Anx 
mto Family Busmess Of&e 

BR 98l3llA 226, Ashmgdon Road 
RWhforKl 

Rear Extension 

1 

. 

0 



DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

APPROVALS 

17m December1998 

BR 98/516 Victoria Grange 
Victona Avenue 
Raykigh 

Erection of Dwellmgs to Plots 46,47, 
50-66,i9 &. 106 Incl 

BR 981467 Land at, St Thomas Road 
South Fambndge 

Erection of 18 No. Detached Houses 
and Garages Inclusive Assocmtexl 
Ground works 

BR 9w455 Wmld Group Centre 
Rochford Hospti Site 
-lysw
It!xhford 

New Escape Ikor in J!&tmg Wmdow 
opening to Fcvm Additional Means of 

BR 98/490 84, Akxmdra Read 
Great W&ring 

Rear Flat Roof Extension 

BR 98R86A 30, Fountain Lane 
HOCklq 

Erect Two Lobbies Raise Roof and 
Internal Alter&ons 

BR 9@47478 21, wi?dgewwd way 
Atigdcm 

Two Storey Front Extension 

BR 9gi432A Land Adj. Anfen 
H&de Road 
Rayleigh 

Erection of 1 x 4 Bedmom House wrth 
-ge 

BR 9&!499 45, Hawkweu chase 
Hockley 

PropzdPitchedRoofDormers onthe 
Front Elevation 

BR 98/453 Riverfield 
Creekview Avenue 
Hldlhdge 

MotorGarage 

BR 98/441 6,EastStreet 
Rochford 

BR 98/454 300, Ashmgdon Road 
Aslungdon 

Rae I-fipped Roof to Gable End, Form 
Front and Rear Dormers for Room in 
Roof Space 

2 
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DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

APPROVALS 

17m December1998 

BR 98l419 Alderhouse Office Partitions to Ground Floor 
R/O 13, High Road 
Rayleigh 

BR 9ti459 16, Csnewdon View Road Rooms m Roof & New Front Bay 
Asbmgdon window 

BR 98l494 57, Glebe Dnve Single Storey Rear Exh-msmn 
Rayleigh 

BR g&J457 msurgery
Anation Way 

New Ramp to Front Access, New Lobby 
with pitched Roof Over comd Imemal 

Southend AlkIXtiODS 



DELEGATED BTJILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

REJECTIONS 

Plan Nomber 

BR 9U451 65, Downhall park way ErtctPV’2.n PcmhtoReard 
RaylW 

BR 98/458 33, Wedgcwd Way PTOpdA&iliW.lRDom?llRoof 
Ashmgdon 

BR98i461 511,A.¶bgdmw 
Ashmg-


